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PREFACE 


The three working papers in this volume treat the related subjects 
of disposal and use of federal public lands for intensive agriculture. 
The first paper reports on land disposals in the 17 Western States with 
primary attention on those during 1934-1966, The second paper summarizes 
studies of selected cases particularly the administrative procedures and 
the actual experiences involved. The third paper describes the permitted 
use by private operators of lands retained in public ownership. This 
volume is part of a report on a study of Federal Public Land Laws and 
Policies Relating to Intensive Agriculture conducted for the Public 
Land Law Review Commission, 

The Commission, created by Act of Congress September 19, 1964, was 
directed to recommend to the President and the Congress "such modifi- 
cations in existing laws, regulations, policies, and practices as well, 
in the judgment of the Commission, best serve to carry out the policy" 
that "the public lands of the United States shall be (a) retained and 
managed or (b) disposed of, all in a manner to provide the maximum 


benefit for the general public." 
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DISPOSAL OF FEDERAL PUBLIC LANDS FOR INTENSIVE AGRICULTURE 1934-1966 
Max Myers and William Folkerts 
I. INTRODUCTION 


As successive waves of development surged westward across our 
expanding nation, varying patterns of land use, farm organization, 
and settlement emerged in response to physical, economic, political, 
and legal conditions. The legal conditions included a rather 
elaborate pattern of laws and procedures relating to settlement 
and use of federal public lands. 


Since disposition, development, and use did occur in different 
ways and with varying degrees of effectiveness or success, there does 
exist a historical background of experience and information which can 
be utilized whenever we attempt to analyze performance under those 
laws or to evaluate the alternative policies. 


Certain aualifying factors which bear on this summarization of 
data shoula be kept in mind. The total body of information is much 
too large to present in one report so some selection must occur. In 
order to serve the purposes of this study--and of the Commission--the 
selection must provide data relevant to the Commission's objectives 
and critical questions, and presentations in this paper have been 
designed accordingly. 


The intent of the Commission was expressed in Part 4a of the Work 
Statement: "Classify and tabulate information on land disposed of under 
the Public Sale Act of 1964 for agricultural purposes and on homestead 
(original, enlarged, reclamation, national forest, and other) and 
desert land entries and patents, including number of entries and acres 
involved, and number of entries and patents denied, by States, annually 
for the period 1934-1966. Tabulate also total price paid per acre by 
States annually for the same period." 


Max Myers is Director of the Institute of Social Sciences for 
Rural-Urban Research and Planning and Professor of Economics at South 
Dakota State University; William Folkerts is a graduate student in 
Economics at the University. 


There are no easy or exact ways to summarize and analyze the 
experiences with disposition and use of public lands. During most 
of our nation's history the exact extent of federal land holdings 
has not been known. Lands have been acquired as well as disposed of, 
and some have passed into and out of public ownership more than once. 
In addition to the variations in settlement patterns, uses, laws and 
procedures mentioned previously, methods and quality of recording and 
reporting have also varied geographically and over time. Nevertheless, 
it is possible to put together summaries usable for policy evaluations 
although gaps and discrepancies in the data limit their employment for 
detailed analyses. : 


II. PUBLIC LAND ACQUISITION AND HOLDINGS IN THE 17 WESTERN STATES 


In order to view the disposals since 1934 in some perspective it is 
necessary to know the approximate amounts of public lands acquired 
during the entire historical period. Federal lands in the 17 Western 
States were obtained through various purchases which added over one 
billion acres to the public domain prior to 1862 with a small portion of 
these purchases in other States. There have also been some minor 
acquisitions in more recent times. 


Table 1.--Major acquisitions ot U.S. public domain in the Western States 


Year Eow acquired Acreage 
1803 Louisiana Purchase 523 AUG 400 
1846 Oregon Compromise 180, 644,480 
1848 Mexican Cession 334,479 , 360 
1850 Purchase from Texas 78,842,880 
1853 Gadsden Purchase 18,961,920 
Total 1,135,995,520 


Source: U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Public Land Statistics (1967), p. 4. 


Federal land holdings in the 17 Western States have varied con- 
siderably among the States through the years. In 1690 slightly more 
than half of the total acreage of the whole region was in public 
ownership. By 1934 the proportion had dropped to about 15 percent, 
but it had increased somewhat by 1966. At present all lands owned by 
the federal government, including those designated as public lands, 
constitute about 32 percent. 


In four States federally owned lands still account for more than 
half of the area (Idaho, 64 percent; Nevada, 87 percent; Oregon, 52 
percent; and Utah, 67 percent), and in five additional States more than 
one-third of the area is in public ownership (Arizona, 45 percent; 
California, 44 percent; Colorado, 36 percent; New Mexico, 34 percent; 
and Wyoming, 48 percent). The percentages for the remaining 17 Western 
States are in Table 2. Public owned acreages listed in Tables 2 and 3 
include all types of land, much of it unsuitable for intensive agricul- 
ture and not open to homesteading. Originally, nce reali classifications 
of lands were attempted. Later some were made, and more recently, 
various types of surveys and classifications of soils and land uses 
have been completed or are in process, 


III. SUMMARY OF DISPOSAL ACTS 


During the last 100 years Congress has enacted « number of statues 
designed to encourage the development of public lands for agricultural 
purposes. These include the Eomestead, Desert Land, Incian Allotment, 
Reclamation, Carey and Public Sale Acts. For purposes of this study 
the Indian Allotment Acts have been excluded. However, the following 
is a short summary of the other acts under which disposai and entry 
for intensive agriculture have been possible. 


Eomestead Acts 


The original Homestead Act, passed in 1862, requires that anyone 
desiring to enter land must first file an application with the proper 
land office stating that he or she is head of a family, 21 years of 
age, and applying for the sole purpose of actual settlement. In 
addition, the applicant states that he is acquainted with the land and 
that the land is not saline or mineral. Since the passage of the Taylor 
Grazing Act of 1934, land must be classified as suitable for agricul- 
tural purposes before an application entry can be approved. Classifi- 
cation is the result of pressures for using public lands for purposes 
other than for agriculture, and until land has been classified it is 
closed to homestead or desert land entry. 
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Table 2.--Comparison of federally owned land with total acreage 
of 17 Western States, 1966 


i 


Table 3.--Acres of 
48 contiguous States for various years 


federal public lands, a2 


17 Western States and 


Liye sr Federally owned land aears 
State Acreage? Percentage ae en toe ae bc 
ager a SE re -----------------1,000 acres------------------ 
‘ Arizona 49,699 50,287 13,079 12,956 
Arizona Goss! cock: a California 33923 1127468 15/795 15,172 
eeigorms Pectece oe i é Colorado 39,994 39,650 79552 8,295 
olorado ; 03 e Idaho 46,957 43,287 10,069 12,204 
Idaho 52,933 34,016 O4 Kansas 756 1,197 ae 2 
Kansas 52,511 643 1 Montana 64,808 67,963 5,879 8,225 
Montana 93,271 27 5639 30 Nebraska 11,227 9,799 ie 8 
rare ws s ee is Nevada 50,805 61,278 50,976 47 750 
evada 70, : re 4 New Mexico 56,360 56,541 11,783 13,614 
New Mexico 70,264 26,727 3 North Dakota 30,497 18,72 142 76 
North Dakota 775706 2,084 ") Oklahoma “3,695 5,734 an 18 
eae ape ee z Oregon 38,273 34,378 12,919 15,673 
’ 43 30 
South Dakota 48 882 3,401 m7 ee hte mei Trea teed A 
A see ee . Utah 36 5205 42,967 22,532 22,968 
ah 2 ah 355 : ? Washington 1°, 646 (Ries 693 275 
Washington 2,697 12,55 29 2 Wyoming 49,010 48,358 13,813 17,434 
Wyoming 62,343 30,004 48 ’ 3» ; 
pate Total 17 Western 
cima Ee A Bes ee States 562,127 545,688 165,695 174,947 
naean cy Total 48 States 586,217 557,643 165,695 175,004 
Contiguous 
States 1,901,756 406,299 21 
: Sources: . Department of Commerce, Statistical Abstract of the 


iS 
ju A ae a ei ee eee 


J 
United States (1936), p. 135; U.S. Department of the Interior, Public 
Land Statistics, (Sureau of Land Management, 1967), p. 36. 

Source: U.S. Department of the Interior, Public Land Statistics 


(Bureau of Land Management, 1967), p. ll. “Contains only public land administered by Bureau of Land 


Management. 
“Includes acreage from all government agencies. 


If the land is classified as suitable for agricultural purposes and 
if the application is approved, the entryman has five years to fulfill 
the requirements for final proof, a prerequisite to obtaining title. 
The law establishes three general requirements. First, the entryman 
must construct a habitable house upon the entry. Second, within six 
months after entering the land, he must establish residence on the land 
and thereafter, except under certain circumstances, maintain his resi- 
dence there for at least seven months out of each of the next three 
years. Third, he must cultivate one-sixteenth of the homestead begin- 
ning with the second year of entry and not less than one-eighth each 
successive year until final proof is filed. 


Final proof is completed by filing with the local land office a 
notice of intention to submit final proof. The notice is then published 
and the entryman with two witnesses must personally testify as to whether 
the facts evidence completion of all statutory requirements. After 
submission of final proof, the entryman is entitled to receive a patent. 


Included in the homestead statutes are several acts that changed 
the scope of the original homestead law. After 1909, enlarged home- 
steads in nine Western States allowed for entry on 320 acres of non- 
irrigable, non-mineral lands having no timber while stock raising 
homesteads allowed for 640 acres of land to be used chiefly for grazing 
and forage crop production. Another statute allowed the three year 
period to be greatly shortened or commuted by a cash payment. The 
Forest Homestead Act, repealed in 1962, opened non-timbered national 
forests to homesteading after they were classified as agricultural land 
by the Department of Agriculture.1 


Desert Land Act 


While the Homestead Acts are appropriate for the humid and semi- 
humid areas of the North and Midwest, much of the West is suitable for 
farming only under irrigation. Congress, recognizing the difficulties 
faced in the West, passed the Desert Land Act in 1877. This act 
initially provided for the sale of 640 acres to a settler who could 
irrigate part of it within three years. The price per acre was $.25 
at time of sale and $1.00 when final proof was made. 


lkronick, Maskovitz, Tiedemann and Girard, "Legal Study of Federal 
Public Land Laws and Policies Relating to Intensive Agriculture," 
(Public Land Law Review Commission, 1968), Chaps. 1 and 2. 
Summarized and based upon suggestions of the legal contractors. 
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Because of abuses, Congress in 1891 corrected some of the faults 
by amending the act. The amendment reduced the number of acres that 
can be entered from 640 to 320 and stipulates that improvements costing 
$1.00 an acre must be made during each of the first three years. 
Furthermore, one-eighth of the total land must be put under cultivation 
with water available for the entire acreage before a patent is granted. 


Obtaining title to land under the Desert Land Act requires several 
steps generally similar to those for acquiring land under the Homestead 


- Acts. The differences are largely due to desert land requirements for 


irrigation water. Following is a  brie> outline of procedures 
required for obtaining desert lani.- 


1. Applicant determines whether the tract desired is open to 
application. 


2. An application containing a map of the proposed irrigation - 
plan and an approved permit from the State Reclamation 
Engineer to appropriate ground water (if ground water is to 
be used) is filed with the Bureau of Land Management, U.S. 
Department of the Interior. 


3. Entry is referred to the Bureau of Land Management for 
classification, and range users are given 30 days to protest 
a classification favorable to entry. 


4, Applicant mst obtain a special land use permit and drill a 
well to prove adequate ground water is available for irriga- 
tion. 


5. If all the foregoing are in order, the applicant will receive 
a notice of allowance, and he can proceed with development 
which mist be completed in less than four years. 


6. During the four years the entryman must submit annual reports 
that show he has spent $1.00 an acre for development. (The 
reports must be signed by witnesses.) 


7. By the end of four years the applicant files his intention to 


make proof and is ready for patent. The Sureau of Land Man- 
agement sets a date and proceeds with reauired advertising. 


8. The entryman and witnesses must appear on the appointed day 
to fill out forms. 


=n, D. Kimball, Irrigation Development in Idaho, Idaho Agricul- 
tural Experiment Station Bulletin 292 (December 1958), pp. 3-10. 
For details see Kronick and others, Chapter 3, cited above. 


9. The entryman mst pay the final purchase price of $1.00 an 
acre for the land, and if all the foregoing are in order, a 
patent is granted. 


Other Disposal Acts 


Shortly after the passage of the Desert Land Act a move for public 
land cessions to States resulted in the Carey Act of 1894 which provided 
for a grant of up to a million acres to aid in reclamation in each of 
the 11 Western States containing desert land. The States were to dispose 
of the land to settlers in lots not to exceed 160 acres each and to 
insure that within 10 years not less than 20 acres of each 160 acres 
were cultivated. The revenue from the disposal of the land was then to 
be used in the State to develop irrigation for the arid lands. However, 
because of the high capital requirements and the political boundaries 
erossed by some rivers, the act did not perform as expected. In fact, 
eight years after the Carey Act, a mere 11,321 acres had been patented 
while only 669,476 acres had been approved. At this rate, according to 
Gates, it would have taken 150 years for the States to develop irrigable 
public lands, 3 


An effort to speed up development, the Reclamation Act of 1902, 
pushed the federal government into sponsoring and financing reclamation 
projects. This act provides that all money from the sale and disposal 
of public lands in the 17 Western States (except for 5 percent to State 
of origin) is to be credited to the reclamation fund, a fund that is 
used for planning, construction, and maintenance of dams and other 
irrigation works which furnish water to irrigate land. 


The Public Land Sale Act of 1964, the most recent law to move 
lands into private holdings, directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell land classified as agricultural only after notice is given to 
zoning authorities responsible for the land to be sold. However, 
since no transaction under the Public Sale Act of 1964 occurred between 
1934 and 1966, public auction sales to be discussed pertain to other 
acts. These various other acts allow sale or lease of small tracts, 
isolated and disconnected fractional tracts, and certain other lands. 


2p aie W. Gates, History of Public Land Law Development (Public 
Land Law Review Commission, 1968), p. 650. 

“Public Land Law Review Commission, Digest of Public Land Laws 
(1968), Statute no. 2605. 


Included are any vacant, unreserved public lands of five acres or less, 
valuable for home, business, recreation, or health sites. Isolated 
tracts up to 1,520 acres may be sold at not less than appraised value. 
Lands up to 760 acres, too rough for cultivation, may be sold without 
appraisal even though the tract is not isolated. 


The General Exchange Act of 1922, which evrlies only to forest 
lands allows tracts of federal land to be exchanged for private land 
of at least equal value. The purpose is to provide a legal means of 
simplifying the complex land-ownership pattern since the existence of 
scattered tracts complicates the administration of federal lands. 
While the government does not lose lands by exchange, this law has 
been included here because exchange may involve agricultural lands.? 

While large quantities of public lands have been disposed of for 
many different purposes and by various methods under more that 5,000 
acts and statutes, the foregoing brief discussion provides some idea of 
the repeated efforts made by Congress since 1862 to adjust the regu- 
lations governing the creation of family farms in the 17 Western States, 


IV, PUBLIC LAND DISPCSAL FOR ALL PURPOSES 


while this study is concerned with intensive agriculture it is 
important to note the other uses of public lands. Available data are 
in the form of summary tables which list the dispositions by types of 
grants or types of recipients, in rather general terms and for somewhat 
long time pericds, Therefore, it is not feasible to separate out 
particular uses such as intensive agriculture or to obtain totals by 
States. 


One such tabulation, covering the period 1761-1966, shows a total 
of 1,041,400,00C acres distributed in the nation. Another summary, 
covering the period 1781-1934 and admittedly net quite comparable with 
the first, indicates that 1,017,532,000 acres were disposed of for all 
purposes. 2y subtraction, it appears that about 23,868,000 were 
distributed in the 1934-1966 period (See Table 4). Of this total 
approximately half (12,175,000 acres) was granted or sold to home- 
steaders, The remaining land was disposed of by other methods. 


—S ———- —— 


and Management, Resources for the Future, Inc, (Baltimore: Johns 
Hopkins Press, 1957), pp. 31, 32, 391. Most exchanges are made under 
Section 8 of the Taylor Grazing Act. 
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Table 4.--Disposition of public lands, 1781-1934 and 1781-1966, with 
acreage differences for period 1934-1966 


Disposition 1781-1966 1781-1934 1934-1966 


Granted or sold to 


homesteaders 287,300,000 275,125,000 12,175,000 
Granted to States for 

support of common schools 77 500,000 

reclamation of swamplands 64,900,000 


support of misc. institutions 21,300,000 
construction of various 


public improvements 17,800,000 
swamps, educational and 
other grants 181,680,000 
canals and rivers 6,100,000 6,845,000 
construction of wagon roads 3,400,000 3,359,000 
construction of railroads 37,100,000 38,206,000 
Total granted tc States 228,100,000 230,088,000 -1,988,000 
Granted to veterans 61,000,000 
Private land claims 34,000,000 
Sold under timber and 
stone law 13,900,000 
Granted or sold under timber 
culture law 10,900,000 
Sold under desert land law 10,100,000 
Disposition by methods not 
elsewhere classified 301,800,000 418,100,000 


Total sold, granted or 
disposed of by methods 
not elsewhere classified 431,700,000 418,100,000 13,600,000 


Granted to railroad corpor- : 
ations 94,300,000 94,219,000 81,000 


Grand total 1,041,400,000 1,017,532,000 23,868,000 


Source: U.S. Department of the Interior, Annual Report of the 
Secretary of the Interior (1934), p. 17; U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Public Land Statistics (Bureau of Land Management, 1966), 


p. 6. 
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Indications of the time of enactment of the major acts, the 
acreages on which original entries were filed, and the frequent and 
extreme fluctuations in the filing for claims can be obtained from 
Figure l. 


Disposal of Public Land By Acts 


It is possible to extract useful numerical information concerning 
past disposals for intensive agriculture since data ave available 
on entries, patents, acres, and costs under various acts, by years, 
with some exceptions. However, several important qualifications soon 
become evident. First, it is difficult to be precise because of the 
lack of information about the capabilities of lands at the time entered 
upon. Disposals under some of the acts were, by design or otherwise, 
for grazing and cropping and sometimes for non-agricultural uses. 
Second, this study treats a period of declining numbers of disposals 
following a time of major activity. Since most of the homesteading 
occurred prior to the period 1934-1966 specified for the study, these 
years are not typical of the overall history of disposals (See Figures 
1 and 2). Third, it is not feasible to measure the performance of the 
disposal processes within these years because of time lags. The 
procedures for acquiring title reauire considerable time (anywhere 
from three to forty years), and earlier first entries reappeared in 
the period studied as final entries or patents. Likewise, first entries 
made after 1934 may or may not have progressed to later stages by 1966. 


During the period studied (1934-1966) a combined total of 20,505 
original entries were made under Homestead Acts and the Desert Land 
Act in the 17 Western States. There were 46,759 final entries and 
obviously, most of these represented claims which had been originally 
entered upon before 1934. Between 1950 and 19¢¢€, 18,319 patents were 
issued, but comparable data are not available for the years from 1934 
to 1949 (See Table 5). 


The original entries mentioned in the preceding paragraph cover 
6,032,357 acres, the final entries, 12,826,102 acres, and the patents, 
5,733,059 acres (See Table ¢). 


If measured by numbers of entries and acreages, more action 
occurred under Homestead Acts (19 percent) than under the Desert Land 
Act (14 percent). Public auctions resulted in more final entries (54 
percent) covering more acres than the Desert Land Act, and in more 
patents issued covering more acres than either the Homestead Acts or 
the Desert Land Act. Exchange of lands resulted in patents only, but 
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Figure 1 


Source: U.S. Department of the Interior, "Homesteads ," (Bureau of Land Management, 1962). 
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Table 5.--Summary of entries and patents in 17 Western States, 
by acts, 1934-1966 


SS Ee ee ok ee ES + 6 


Acts Original Final Patents Percentage 
entries entries 1950-1966 of total 
patents 
a eee ee 
Homestead Acts 15,040 33,073 3553. Ag 
Desert Land Act 5,465 SiG 2,553 14 
Public auctions = 10,475 9,817 54 
Exchanges eee == 2,418 13 
Totals 20,505 46,759 18,319 


a 
Source: Summarized from Appendix tables. 

; Note: During the period 1934-1949, the numbers of patents 

issued in the nation, listed in the above order of acts were: 3355383 


856; 2,298; 1,342; 37,834. No breakdown by States or for the 17 
Western States as a whole is available for the period. 
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Table 6.--Summary of acreages covered by entries and patents 
in 17 Western States, by acts, 1934-1966 


Acts Original 
entries 


Eomestead Acts 4,932,199 
Desert Land Act 1,100,158 
Public auctions —— 
Exchanges === 
Totals 650325357 


Final Patents 
entries 1950-1966 
ato S=—ea eee ae= Sasa 
10,590,826 438,123 

610,679 530,185 
1,624,597 1,613,473 
--- 3,151,278 
12,826,102  5,7335059 


Source:. Summarized from Appendix tables. 


Percentage 
of total 
patented 

acres 


28 


55 


Note: During-the period 1934-1949 acreages covered by patents 
issued in the nation, listed in the above order of acts were: 


11,134,458; 113,853; 2,298; 2,096,266 (total--13,571,132). 


No 


breakdown by States or for 17 Western States as a whole is available 


for the period. 
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these were almost equal in number to those under the Desert Land Act 
(2,418 versus 2,553) and covered many more acres than any of the other 


devices (3,151,278 acres versus 1,613,473 for public auctions, 530,185 a HOSS N qg SRA SLG S as 38 
for the Desert Land Act and 438,123 for Homestead Acts). More detailed ee ote ae f S - See: | os 
information is supplied in the appendix tables that follow this study. = AAA FIA Ans AAS Bee 
Z 2 Neol=ateay | ay eival Wet + AN 
a ‘<I taal 
oO @o 
p ~P 
$ ames 
Disposal of Public Land in the 17 Western States, by States, 1934-1966 8 es TER” GAN COON OO Sie Cs ; 
EB Bd ELE ES oh ase ea OF eg in cj 
The States which contained the larger amounts of federal public Drs a AN Ae CN ado q q 2 
lands quite naturally tended to have the majority of entry and patent are is 
activities during the period. Table 7 shows the total number and =o 3 
acreages of original entries, final entries, and patents for each State ya “2 
while Table 8 indicates which States rank among the first five in each > SOUGAIES | COMING IGNONOy D GASITEO ONg Cl mOn Ln g 
p F F 8 0 w SO ESOE IRS 500 es ME Cy RE RS Aas es 
of the same categories. Wyoming, New Mexico and Montana are among the pee Oe ae OCT VUINQ BOHR SAH Bed HV = 
first five in five of the six categories with Idaho and California ae as SOEs Nita Mp eee ee Ss 
similarly ranked in four categories. a el 5 OAX WD + © Wow OO Ud rox a 
0 0 = a NN N ig) 
Some of the variations in numbers or acreages can be attributed to AH a a 
: “ mn : : A = 
differences in periods of settlement Orean choices of acts under which eee as AM? mun nate Baw “aR. iS 
the Lands were disposed, Texas has never had any Sederal cublic lends. bal }Q RTT te ORY OR BEI Lat NC ee ace © 
Kansas had no original entries while Oklahoma and Nebraska had onl: oa ie arrest inte a nie ee ai de z 
: Sager 7 = : v foien = CAIN =e Cy) NO o3 a = x c 
four and five respectively. 34 a 
; : ; oe a 
More details concerning entries and patents by States under various “ie me 
ie : S : ; iS 
acts are provided in Tables 9-14 and in appendix tables. eo See GN ENN Sr Oe ee je 
A rl ae) sgINN (Sg oot oes) q fee) NO Q 
weit ioe ale Cnt og m on tae Pere Bate eee ee Sem C ee s 
3B, Be | SSa, SIR Salem A oS heen Ss 8 
. ‘Tie aly eee Bs ie ® = C\ONA! oO N YS =e } = 
V. REVENUE FROM DISPOSAL, 1934-1966 o 8 3 Pe eae a °° : 
4 © qo B 
i ptione | mee : 
F ; : © \0 “dh 
_The federal government received monies either as fees or as ONO ie ea aie heey ee ee ae EO ee fs 
receipts from auction sales during the period under study. Homestead rd as SN igi re ree RANGE SE ie LICR ONMER\Siaroy bs 
fees produced $835,930 and desert land fees, $955,664. However, the aces 2 altel NS HAN N roa a 
receipts from auction sales were mich greater, $14,609,869. The over- i Ox 2 
all total was $16,401,390 (Table 15). Returns to the federal govern- E 4 
ment per acre of land averaged $.12 for homestead lands, $1.32 for 2 4) 
desert lands, and $8.99 for lands sold at auction (Table 16). No i a 
monies were collected from patents as the last fee is paid when final ne es 
proof is filed. fm : 
Saat Aan ‘ i) Ss aS a 
For individual States, homestead original and final entries returred we o aS Spoon & 3 & 
approximately the same price per acre. Homestead original entries és os ig ee ae ee & 1 Oe Bs 
varied from $.05 in South Dakota to $.13 per acre in Nebraska. Final = BO Oe conc eke i eee te mee SE n 
entries ranged from $.03 an acre in Nebraska and New Mexico to $.11 an ee s Sees 8 Ramee wee Site sie < g 
acre in Montana (Tables 9 and 11). ( Ee Fo de SO Se Bigg OLD Dig eh, Ege Oy dealer See 
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Table 8,--Ranking of States among the first five in at least one of 


six entry and patent categories 


Original Final Patents 
State entries entries 
Number Acreage Number Acreage Number Acreage 
Arizona 8 7 6 5 8 2 
California 4 5 4 6 2 8 
Colorado 9 © 5 7 4 9 
Idaho a 3 fe 8 aE 3 
Montana Fé 4 3 4 3 4 
Nevada 6 6 10 3 9 5 
New Mexico 5) 2 Z z 7 su 
Oregon 5 10 8 10 10 7 
Wyoming 2 1 al ai 5 10 
Source: Table 7. 
Note: States which did not rank in first five in any category: 


Kansas, Nebraska, North Dakota, Cklahoma, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, 


Washington. 


Table 9,--Summary of original entries and selections allowed under Home- 
stead Acts in 17 Western States, 1934-1966 


Number Acres Monies? Cost per 
acre 

Arizona 908 258, 346 $ 18, 296 $0.07 
California 1, 373 247, 868 21, 946 . 09 
Colorado pie a) 352, 002 23, 684 . 07 
Idaho 1,599 389, 371 30, 621 . 08 
Kansas --- --- --- --- 
Montana 1, 468 489, 156 33, 610 207 
Nebraska 5 414 55 13 
Nevada 303 51, 992 4, 834 . 09 
New Mexico 2, 735 1, 195, 486 74, 306 06 
North Dakota 187 33, 204 2250s . 08 
Oklahoma 4 376 40 ab 
Oregon 1, 186 230, 136 18, 749 .08 
South Dakota Paes 102, 116 4,988 0d 
Texas --- --- --- --- 
Utah (ae 240, 272 16, 637 07 
Washington 215 27, 990 8, 380 aie 
Wyoming z 2,920 1, 313, 470 OT 522 . 07 

Total 15. 040 4, 932, 199 $345, 241 $0. 07 


Sources: Appendix A tables. 


8Monies include fees 2nd commi 


ne 


Ssic 


Table 10. --Summary of original entries and selections allowed under Desert 
land Act in 17 Western States, 1934-1966 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 


Idaho 
Kansas 
Montana 


Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Mexico 


North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 


South Dakota 
Texas 

Utah 
Washington 


Wyoming 


Total 


Sources: Appendix B tables. 


Number 


Acres 


56, 698 
141, 852 
3, 520 


439, 468 


1, 454 


336, 396 
23, 454 


1, 100, 158 


Monies@ 


$320, 976 


4Monies include fees, commissions and purchase money. 
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Cost per 
acre 


$0. 25 
25 
.25 


$0. 29 


Table 11 --Summary of final entries under Homestead Acts in 17 Western 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 


Idaho 
Kansas 
Montana 


Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Mexico 


North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 


South Dakota 
Texas 

Utah 
Washington 


Wyoming 


Total 


States, 1934-1966 


Number Acres 
2. 684 859, 1127 
3h 219 664, 012 
2.578 729, 346 
2, 309 562, 634 
4,747 1, 168, 294 
ais 22,184 
335 69, 639 
6. 147 2, 622, 471 
295 39, 118 
14 1, 030 
Zens 415, 820 
568 146, 188 
1, 208 487, 589 
PATE 39, 240 
6, 455 2. 764, 134 
33, 073 10, 590, 826 


Sources: Appendix C tables. 


4Monies include fees andi ccnmissions. 


(al 


Monies 


Avy 


Cost per* 


2 


acre 


$0. 04 


.05 
. 04 


Table 12. --Summary of final entries under Desert Land Act in 17 Western 
States, 1934-1966 
a ee 
a Cost per 
acre 


Number Acres Monies 


i 


Arizona 236 47, 034 Sse (8s $1. 57 
California 443 63, 553 68, 144 L077, 
Colorado Si 8, 930 7, 276 On 
Idaho 1,196 244, 379 238, 239 ~97 
Kansas --- --- --- --- 

Montana 124 16, 997 17, 102 1.01 
Nebraska --- --- --- --- 

Nevada Sab 130, 952 131, 534 1.00 
New Mexico 76 12. 027 11, 684 pon 
North Dakota --- --- --- --- 

Oklahoma --- --- --- --- 

Oregon 164 17, 568 17, 535 1.00 
South Dakota i 76 76 1. 00 
Texas --- --- --- --- 

Utah 137 22, 502 22, 507 1.00 
Washington 20 T5259 1, 582 1.04 
Wyoming 243 45, 136 45, 176 1. 00 


oe ee eee 
Total : 3,211 610, 679 $634, 688 $1.03 
a 
Sources: Appendix D tables. 


@xfonies include fees, commissions and purchase money. 
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Table 13.--Summary of final entries under public auction sales in 17 Western 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 


Idaho 
Kansas 
Montana 


Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Mexico 


North Dakota 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 


South Dakota 
Texas 

Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


Total 


Number 


10, 475 


States, 1934-1966 


Acres 


94, 505 
215, 508 
195, 191 


115, 265 
1, 395 
227, 697 


14, 799 
55, 256 
226, 402 


8, 615 
18, 404 
92, 350 


38,175 
137, 062 
72, 958 
111,015 


1, 624, 597 


Sources: Appendix E tables. 


Monies® 


$ 1, 358, 020 
3, 052, 528 
1, 414, 696 


1,115, 084 
10, 844 
1, 238, 379 


90, 918 

1, 052, 311 
1. 977, 984 
33, 054 
343, 080 
652, 821 


194, 263 


$14, 609, 896 


4Monies include fees, commissions and purchase money. 
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Cost per 
acre 
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Table 16.--Summary of costs (fees, commissions, and purchase money) per 
acre for original and final entries in 17 Western States, 
by acts, 1934-1966 


Actual Cost per ac 
Original Final 
Acts entry entry Total 
Homestead Acts $.07 $ .05 be dle? 
Desert Land Act 229 BENOS, 32 
Public auctions a oser --- 8.99 
Exchanges --- Sas = 


Source: Tables 9-13. 


Desert land fees varied only a little among the States. Original 
entries ranged from $.22 an acre in Utah to $.33 an acre in Idaho, and 
final entries varied from $.81 an acre in Colorado to $1.57 an acre in 
Arizona (Tables 10 and 12). 


The greatest revenue variation among States occurred in sales by 
public auction. Nevada sales averaged $19,04 an acre while Oklahoma 
averaged $1.86 an acre. Of course, it can be assumed that these prices 
reflect to some degree the variations in capabilities of land, but it 
is obvious that the federal government has received more gross dollar 
revenue per acre from land auctions than from other methods of disposi- 
tion. However, a thorough analysis of these revenue differences requires 
information not obtained in this study. Such information necessarily 
would include the relative capabilities of the lands, the direct costs 
of disposition under the various acts, and the monetary and nonmonetary 
indirect benefits and costs associated with the dispositions. However, 
even when measured in gross dollar receipts, the direct returns to the 
federal government have been relatively small. 


VI. ENTRIES AND PATENTS DENIED 


Denials of entries and patents provide indications of difficulties 
and problems which confront entrymen and administrators and are an 
important aspect of this study. Although the intent of the study was 
to explore these in depth, the information needed for valid conclusions 
was not available, and therefore, only a limited exploration was 
possible. 


The Bureau of Land Management has done some research on denials, 
and its study of the years 1950-1959 in 11 Western States showed that 
an applicant had only a small chance of gaining entry. Approximately 
25,000 applications, including those under the now repealed Pittman 
Act were filed with the following results: 


Acts Allowed Denied 
(percent) (percent) 
Eomestead 14 86 
Desert Land 17 83 


Chances of having an application allowed varied from State to 
State. Nevada and Utah had 57 percent of homestead entries allowed, 
while 67 percent of desert land entries were in Idaho and Nevada. 
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Lack of data prevented similar calculations for the years 1934-1966. 
While the number of original entries allowed is known, there is no 
information on the number filed. Thus the number of original entries 
denied during the study period is unavailable. 


After an individual is allowed an original entry, what are his 
chances of carrying it to a patent? The Bureau of Land Management 
study indicates that the chances of obtaining a patent are only 50-50 

‘under the Homestead Acts and the Désert Land poumeee vee a 14 percent 
chance of first obtaining a homestead original entry. 


The same study provides data sufficient for drawing some conclu- 
sions related to final entry--the initial step before a patent. If a 
final entry is approved, a patent is almost assured. Original home- 
stead entries from 1863 to 1935 totaled 3,023,728 with 15,040 allowed 
between 1934 and 1966 (Table 5).7 Total original entries from 1863 to 
1966 were 3,038,768 with two years included twice because of the method 
of reporting. Final homestead entries approved from 1863 to 1935 
totaled 1,744,818 and an additional 33,073 final homestead entries 
were approved from 1934-1966 (Table 5).8 Total final homestead entries 
from 1863 to 1966 with two years (1935, 1936) being counted twice were 
1,777,891. 


Once the two sums are known, subtraction shows that 1,260,877 
original homestead entries had not been given final approval 
as of 1966. A total of 1,627 homestead entries (original and final) 
were still pending in 1966 and subtracting these shows that 1,259,250 
were never given final entry.” The exact nature of these entries that 
did not make final proof is unknown. Certainly some were denied and 
some were dropped before final entry. However, this total of 1,259,250 
represents 41 percent of those that were allowed original entry and 
corresponds to the previously cited Bureau of Land Management study 
which indicated that only 50 percent of the original entries in the ll 
Western States were carried to a patent. 


Pas Senzel, "New Facts About Our Agricultural Land Laws," 
reprinted from Our Public Lands, quarterly magazine of the Bureau of 
Land Management, U.S. Department of the Interior. 


"Data on original homestead entries 1863-1935, from Eugene Eughes 
(letter, 6 January 1969). 


Sata on final homestead entries, 1863-1935 from U.S. Department of 
the Interior, Public Land Statistics (Bureau of Land Management, 1964), 
DeoOe 


U.S. Department of the Interior, Public Land Statistics (Bureau of 
Land Management, 1966), p. 62. 
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Additional and more specific examples of the chances of obtaining 
title are presented in "Administrative Procedures and Disposition 
Experiences" in this report. The cases studied illustrate the problems 
ot obtaining administrative approval of entries, Equally important, 
these cases illuminate the personal and developmental difficulties 
which cause settlers to fail to meet the requirements for original or 
final entries. 


VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSICNS 


During the 33 year period studied, 18,319 individuals obtained 
title to 5,733,059 acres of public land, a large amount of land which 
is relatively small when compared with the total acreage of public 
lands in the 17 Western States (175,000,000). However, it is somewhat 
more significant when compared with the area suitable for intensive 
agriculture and open to disposal. The quantity of public land suited 
for dryland and irrigated crop production is estimated to be 1,640,000 
acres. 


The foregoing seems to indicate that good unused lands in the 
West are scarce and that the laws requiring classification may have 
further decreased the acreage of relatively good lands available for 
intensive agriculture. with the pressures of growing cities, recrea- 
tion, and industry it seems reasonable that some areas suited for 
intensive agriculture have been diverted for these cther purposes, 


The laws and regulations seem to have made it extremely difficult 
to obtain title to public lands. The Sureau of Land Management study 
of original entries under the Homestead Acts and Desert Land Act 
indicates that only 14 and 17 percent respectively passed to final 
proof and that the chances of obtaining a patent were only 50-50, 
with chances contimiing to lessen, 


Under the homestead and desert land laws, relatively little 
revenue was returned to the federal government during the 1934-1966 
period. Although this point was not studied, it seems questionable 
that this small amount of income could have ccvered administrative 
costs. However, if the objective was to establish farm units and settle 
the area, the costs may have been justified. Sales by public auction 
brought the most return with an average of $&.99 per acre. 
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pease nea soce st) Organel entities aii selections cere ae Table Al.--Arizona: Original entries and selections allowed 


under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 
Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Nimbor hers oos ani SPircheee eee 2g Cost per 

ote attowed allowed cet aes h pt Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 

1934 423 145,471 $9,714 None $0.07 

ase - ae a te ¥ ie bs} 533 4. 663 $475 ie $0.10 

. ’ ’ year ° 1954 i bins Sate, any erate 

1936 37 10,699 755 .07 TE : aie a year a 

1938 32 10,147 693 07 1957 Nerd oy ae sah 

1939 26 5,833 455 .08 1958 Petes claps = ee Rested 

1940 4 3,104 254 -08 1959 1 160 16 ‘ “10 

1941 6 2,272 147 06 1960 2 480 38 07 

1942 a3 2,469 186 .08 1961 fh Se TaN An 

193 6 2,233 148 my 1962 3 478 48 10 

1944 ti ibaarde 102 08 ee 

1945 a a i. ve 1962 0 

pee : io ’ ae Total 908 258, 346 $18,296 $0.07 

1947 1 635 34 205 

1948 18 700 175 10 Sources: U.S. Department of the Interior, Annual Reports of 
Bureau of Land Management (and predecessor agencies) (1934-199); U.S. 

1949 58 5,627 680 ne Department of the Interior, "Annual Report(s) of the Director, Bureau 
of Land Management, Statistical Appendixes," mimeographed (1950 through 

1950 2 162 21 +16 1961); U.S, Department of the Interior, Public Land Statistics, Bureau 
of Land Management (1962, 1963, 1964, 1965, 1966). 

1951 21 1,808 181 10 

1952 ne 103 14 214 


See end cf this table for sources, 


Table A2,--California: 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1934 648 132,908 $10,992 — $0.08 
1935 249 54,485 6,426 --- .08 
1936 65 15,291 1,266 --- .08 
1937 £7, 3,756 343 oo 09 
1938 74 7,187 765 --- edt 
1939 10 1,087 124 --- ave 
1940 12 1,806 175 --- 09 
1941 7 554 103 --- 19 
1942 6 455 as --- 12 
1943 3 300 47 - --- 16 
1944 4 462 63 --- 14 
1945 4 620 58 --- .09 
1946 5 548 64 --- «ie 
1947 85 8,232 974 --- 12 
1948 49 4,692 53 --- «12 
1949 93 10,670 1,350 $1 13 
1950 7 922 106 --- onl 
1951 2 200 26 --- Beis 
1952 2 157 24 --- .16 
1953 oD 80 8 --- ii, 
1954 4 562 68 --- 112 
Ww 


Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Table A2.--California: Original entries and selections allowed 


Year 


1955 
1956 
2a 8 ff 
1958 
1959 
1960 


after 
1960 


Total 


under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--contimied 


oo ie total icone 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

allowed allowed comm, money acre 
13 1,521 $193 os~ $0.13 
2) 773 109 << 014 
at 160 22 eats . 14 
2 400 30 --- .07 
1 4O as} --- 033 
0 

1,373 247 ,868 $21,946 $1 $ 0.09. 
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Table A3.--Colorado: 


Number 
allowed 


532 


Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Acres 
allowed 
188 ,657 
72,941 

33,288 

6,270 
12,839 
5,300 
804, 
2,223 
1,498 
1,914 
160 
1,977 
D561 


Total cost 
Fees and Purchase Cost per 
comm. money acre 
$11,919 tone $0.06 
in 
4,688 any 06 
year 
2,169 .07 
459 .07 
892 .07 
407 08 
70 ,09 
183 .08 
172 apie 
147 08 
16 «10 
174 .09 
125 .08 
175 09 
80 .08 
398 .08 
Slat 209 
123 -10 
215 -09 
241 08 
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Table A3.--Colorado: 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1955 12 2,396 $ 199 None $0.08 
1956 al 80 8 ae -10 
year 

1957 3 469 43 .09 
1958 3 560 46 08 
1959 4 761 49 06 
1960 =-- ae ate es 
1961 === Ee, pes ooo 
1962 --- =e one me 
1963 --- == <= a 
1964 ph 160 25 eae 
1965 2 255 350 === 
1966 ca eae cate = 

Total 1,109 352,002 $23 , 684 $ 0,07 
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Original entries and selections allowed 


Table A4,--Idaho: Original entries and selections allowed Table A4,--Icaho: Original entries and selections allowed 


under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 
Total cost Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year allowed allowed comm. money acre Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 
1934 365 148 ,028 $8,904 None $0.06 1955 84 10,110 $1,213 None $0,12 
1935 132 544 036 3,293 te «06 1956 105 13,063 1,540 oa ai2 
1936 89 31,323 1.964 we 06 1957 192 25,070 2,845 ia ha 
1937 37 8,577 618 .07 1958 15 25,798 2,504 .10 
1938 52 9,815 787 .08 1959 47 7,818 397 .05 
1939 37 3,695 402 ale 1960 3 400 45 sp 
1940 26 3,347 351 10 196 ae 1 150 16 rp lal 
1941 40 4,643 501 rik 1962 12 2,140 196 .09 
1942 on 5,422 624 ae 1963 Z 289 39 3 
1943 35 3,759 433 12 1964 “<5 --- --- --- 
1944 8 912 109 112 1965 2 255 350 1537 
1945 13 1,284 149 aw 1966 al 21 50 2.38 
1946 “4 810 93 Fae 

Total 1,599 389,371 $30,621 $0.09 
1947 14 1,538 189 213 
1948 42 4,817 536 Ph 
1949 55 6,663 753 mal 
1950 13 1,877 160 .09 
1951 25 3,465 365 Bel 
1952 4 594 42 ,07 
1953 10 1,240 91 .07 
1954 77 8,457 1,062 ye 
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Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 
1934 686 275,095 $17,883 None $0.07 
1935 267 109,821 Tye. “ 07 
1936 178 59,021 are hg 07 
abe girs 38 10,184 (ep 207 
1938 12 2,185 179 .08 
1939 5 1,342 97 07 
1940 130 17,370 1,803 10 
1941 88 12,085 1,210 -10 
1942 el 2,612 235 .09 
1943 16 2,400 222 09 
194 5 344 43 13 
1945 5 AO 48 odd 
1946 1 80 8 .10 
1947 1 40 6 mS 
1948 1 160 12 .08 
1949 2 204 23 ee 
1950 1 160 16 10 
1951 5 640 64 .10 
1952 1 20 6 .30 
1953 2 160 28 18 
1954 --- a ares a 


Table A5.--Montana: 


Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Table A5.--Montana: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--contimued 


ee Seana. en ae 
Total cost 


pammmrenaies Non 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
nk ene mae Se ne ae 
1955 z 160 $ 16 None $0.10 
in 
1956 at 320 22 any .07 
year 
1957 BE 323 22 .07 
after 
1957 0 
ce aap ranee aaa cere ane 
Total 1,468 489,156 $ 33,610 ‘ $0.07 
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Table A6.--Nebraska: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1934 
through 0 
1941 
1942 L 18 $14 --- $0.78 
1943 2 184 19 $9 02 
1944 1 h6 6 --- sats) 
1945 1 166 fd — 2 O44 
after 
1945 0 

Total 5 414 S46 $9 63 Toisas) 


Year 


1934 


1935, 


1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 
1940 
19U1 
1942 
1943 
19444 
1945 
1946 
1947 
1948 


1949. 


1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 
1954 


Table A7.--Nevada: 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Number 
allowed 


LO 
ala 


13 


Original entries and selections allowed 


Acres 
allowed 


13,329 
2,043 
872 


43 


Total cost 
Fees and Purchase Cost per 
comm. money acre 
$953 None $0.07 
in 
191 any 209 
year 

58 07 
Hw 05 
22 oaks 
3 10 
22 ell 
45 08 
ho 209 
56 .08 
16 .10 
16 10 
4 vil 
96 eel 
54 .10 
110 -10 
182 ae 
325 10 


Table A7.--Nevada: 


Number 
allowed 


45 
8 
48 


Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 


Acres 
allowed 


6,558 
1,061 
7,074 
1,040 


2,220 


51,992 


Total cost 
Fees and Purchase Cost per 
comm. money acre 
$ 643 None $0.09 
in 
115 any -10 
year 
726 +10 
104 LO 
225 10 
109 «09 
317. 10 
98 Pal 
100 «16 
25 Sn 
25 015 
s4, 834 $0.09 


Table A8.--New Mexico: 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1934 1,688 767 485 $46 , 284 --- $0.06 
1932 691 313,068 18,791 --- 06 
1936 149 52,696 3,466 eee .07 
L937 40 14,871 O61 wen 06 
1938 27 9,925 726 --- 07 
1939 47 14,875 836 ae 06 
1940 8 1,970 166 --- 08 
1941 20 3,661 321 --- 08 
1942 10 3,966 225 --- 06 
1943 12 3,388 277 --- 08 
1944 fs 1,499 122 --- 08 
1945 6 1,303 1,305 $105 18 
1946 1 309 22 — .07 
1947 1 73 8 --- uu 
1948 1 80 8 --- .10 
1949 S 74 68 --- 09 
1950 2 162 21 --- ag 
1951 8 978 124 --- 12 
1952 1 640 o-- — i 
pee 0 
1957 


under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Original entries and selections allowed 


Table A8.--New Mexico: 


1964 
1965 
1966 


Total 


under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 


Number 


allowed 


ee TA 


FS us 


25755 


Acres 
allowed 
476 
720 
1,040 


Total cost 


Fees and 
comm. 


$38 


$74,201 


Purchase 
money 


Original entries and selections allowed 


Cost per 
acre 


$0.08 
.10 


209 


Table A9.--North Dakota: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


{1 ‘Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 
1934 105 18,199 $1,438 None $0.09 
in 
1935 52 12,270 840 any 07 
year 

1936 4 832 56 207 
1937 5 413 Gl cl 
1938 4 383 45 eae 
1939 2 232 26 oH 
1940 --- wee --- --- 
1941 7 362 50 14 
1942 4 144 24 016 
1943 2 188 20 10 
1944 --- --- --- --- 
1945 2 181 23 rls) 
after 
1945 0 

Total 187 33,204 $2,573 $ 0.08 


Table Al0.--Oklahoma: Original entries and selections allowed 


Table All.--Oregon: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Number Acres Fees a “arasae Cost per Number Acres Fees aay tener Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm, money acre Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 
cai < 1934 574 118,853 $9,434 ---- 30,08 
1949 1935 260 53,711 4,254 --- 08 
1950 4 376 _ $40 --- $0.11 1936 68 24,853 1,539 --- 06 
after 1937 132 14,846 1,588 --- ees 
1950 0 
1938 63 7,023 733 --- .10 
Total 4 376 Sho =-- 9.11 1939 19 3,106 281 --- .09 
1940 9 1,135 128 --- ls 
1941 9 942 100 Bes i 
1942 5 522 58 --- mp 
1943 7 923 100 --- .10 
1944 6 503 66 4O .02 
1945 5 523 61 --- me 
1946 ae ee rea ae =< 
1947 4 385 45 --- a2 
1948 5 480 33) ose at 
1949 1 120 4 --- 03 
1950 8 913 104 4 02 
1951 --- --- --- --- --- 
1952 3 80 1 — .07 
1953 1 80 11 --- .07 
1954 2 320 32 --- .10 


Table All.--Oregon: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year allcwed allowed comm. money acre 
ee 
1955 a 70 $15 --- $0.21 
1956 z 174 16 --- -09 
1957 5) 254 32 --- ole 
1958 --- --- --- --- --- 
1959 i =-- --- --- --- 
1960 2 320 Sy --- .10 
after 
1960 0 

Total 1,186 230 ,136 $18,677 $72 $0.08 
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Table Al2,--South Dakota: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


eS ES nee 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed Comm. money acre 
TSG Ba Re SR OL SEB A 
1934 140 52,703 $2,599 None $0.05 
in 
1935 nba a 41,718 2,045 any -05 
year 
1936 17 5,810 256 04 
1937 4 1,861 82 204 
1938 i 24 6 me 
after 
1938 0 
Nee ee SSS SS eee 
Total 273 102 ,116 $4 ,988 $0,05 


ee Oe Se 
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Table Al3.--Utah: 


Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Acres 
allowed 
83,774 
30,178 
14,531 
4,562 
3,466 
3,892 
360 
3,848 
4,605 
2,760 


Total cost 


Fees and Purchase 


comm. 


$5,204 
1,940 
939 


money 


Cost per 
acre 


$0.06 


Table Al3,--Utah: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--contirwed 


Total cost 

ere milowed’ tatoved «Feta gee CARS 
2955 22 4,360 $414 --- $0.09 
1956 15 3,083 293 --- .10 
1957 10 1,886 181 --- .10 
1958 14 2,998 185 --- .06 
1959 10 2,599 107 --- 04 
1960 5 1,729 46 --- » O4 
1961 1 160 6 --- . 04 
1962 pe 120 15 --- an 
after 
1962 0 

Total 735 240 ,272 $16,558 $79 $0.07 
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Table Al4.--Washington: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


eae Jotal ope Se 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1934 93 12,447 $1,492 None $0.12 
1935 67 9,063 1,059 ae rial 
1936 10 2,452 241 we eae c0 
1937 --- --- --- --- 
1938 2 80 16 .20 
1939 i 157 16 210 
1940 2 45 3 229 
1941 oe = 22 aoe 
1942 --- aan — ane 
1943 2 320 22 307 
1944 wen se cae mee 
1945 --- -<- =<. a 
1946 = aie ons = 
1947 18 1,264 200 .16 
1948 9 909 138 215 
1949 3 201 30 015 
1950 NA. 61 10 .17 
1951 4 - 332 50 15 
1952 
through 0 
1958 


Table Al4,--Washington: Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 


ee SE ee 
Total cost 


Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
ee a re eee Se i eS 
1959 2 180 $23 None 30.13 
in 
1960 2 320 48 any «15 
year 
1961 at 160 22 14 
after 
1961 0 
th A at Li EE St 
Total 215 27,990 $3,380 $0.12 
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Table Al15.--lyoming: 


Number 
allowed 


1,491 
693 


Original entries and selections allowed 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966 


Acres 
allowed 
790 ,212 
338,119 

92,101 

20,012 

4,528 
7351. 
1,433 

814 
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Total cost 
Fees and Purchase 

comm. money 
$45,170 et 
19,687 --- 
5,721 eee 
1,318 Bes, 
322 oe 
539 --- 
104 ss 
70 ries 
96 $160 

4S 

56 110 
50 203 
16 sae 
1,048 =e 
1,448 4,020 
121 175 
2,276 3,604 
851 3,894 
32 160 
32 80 


Cost per 


acre 


$0.06 
06 


wed 
Table Al5.--Wyoming: Original entries and selections allo 
under the homestead acts, 1934-1966--continued 


ee 


otal cose 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 


1956 — sare a ane 

1957 z 80 $3 — $0,04 

1958 2 627 24 --- . 04 

1959 3 42 65 --- .07 

1960 i 319 22 mate 07 

after 

1960 0 

eke Be ee 
Total 2,920 1,313,470 $79,116 £12,406 $0.07 


SSS 
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ve 


¥ ce. Fee. = os 
S. Allowed AS 1a the Desert ' ; 
us ¢ oe ye (None = sh 


yp? 


* 


wECRIE 


Table Bi,--Arizona: Original entries and selections allowed under 


the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 
1934 8 720 None $180 $0.25 
1935 9 626 se 159 26 

year 

1936 9 726 181 ede) 
1937 1 160 4O 025 
1938 2 400 100 +25 
1939 9 1,232 308 25 
1940 4 560 140 125 
1941 8 801 200 025 
1942 3 387 97 +25 
1943 240 60 025 
1944 2 314 79 «25 
1945 6 681 170 225 
19.6 aL 120 30 025 
1947 7 1,000 250 025 
1948 --- --- --- --- 
199 23 - 4,779 1,195 225 
1950 19 4, B46 1,213 025 
1951 15 2,266 577 225 


Sources follow Table Al in Appendix A, 
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Table 31.--Arizona: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--contimed 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1952 2 168 None $42 $0.25 
in 
1953 y 1,939 any 485 25 
year 
1954 103. 30 ,082 74525 +25 
1955 16 4,651 1,163 225 
after 
1955 0 
Total 256 56 698 $14,194 $0.25 


Table B2.--California: Original entries and selections allowed under Table B2.--California: Original entries and selections allowed under 


the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 
Total cost Poe Totalicostiaas 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm, money acre Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1934 12 1,542 see $386 $0.25 1¢54 37 8,866 --- $2,362 $0,26 
1935 ? 967 --- 242 125 1955 189 46 687 ~-- 11,658 LG 
1036 v 320 ee 80 £25 1956 106 26,838 $15 6,708 25 
1937 --- --- --- ae Pars 1$57 “a= eos ee ae ee 
1933 a: 97 coe 24 Bie 1953 at 160 4O --- 225 
1939 3 418 oon 105 225 1959 13 2,299 45 240 52 
1940 2 200 --- 50 225 1960 3 680 35 170 +30 
1941 3 240 ae 60 125 1961 -<- a ioe ae as, 
1942 7 734 --- 184 225 1962 --- --- --- --- --- 
1943 2 200 =a 50 25 1963 --- --- --- --- --- 
19h 23 3,372 --- 843 .23 Lote, 5 1,244 30 7 .08 
1045 2 159 === 4O 25 L065 5 437 7 122 4 
ACY --- --- --- ee aes 1345 --- : --- --- --- --- 
1947 10 1,110 sim 278 aos ar ete 

Total 708 141,852 $240 $34,974 $ 0.25 

Lows 17 2,557 --- 603 22h os 
1949 25 B71. --- 909 225 
1.950 59 9,599 Se 2, 386 625 
1951 100 18,996 --- 4,750 225 
1952 5 6,287 --- 1,603 225 
1953 26 4,126 --- 1,050 25 
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Table B4Y.--Idaho: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


Table B3.--Colorado: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


a Totat cone ae 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Total cost __ Year allsied allowed comm, money acre 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per —_ 

Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 1934 ir 165 an $41 $0.25 
1934 2 B0 ets $20 $0.25 1935 10 761 oe 190 225 
1°35 <5 oe a =, ie 1°36 4 280 --- 70 35: 

1°36 == ere aoe — ss 1937 =<- --- --- --- oo- 

1937 << 2 zap 1 59 1933 aoe ooo aoe mee pass 
1938 1939 2 120 --- 30 025 
kee 0 1940 i 160 --- 40 225 
1950 2 236 --- 59 25 1941 3 240 --- 60 25 
1951 : 123 --- 31 25 1942 3 120 --- 30 225 
1652 2 eas pen oa fo 1943 5 1,039 --- 260 ns} 

1953 2 200 === 50 £25 Lou Ae == a> as= bas 
1954 4 FROl6 8 eH 254 225 1045 3 360 ae 90 025 
1955 1 120. == 30 25 13'S 1 120 axe. 30 +25 
1956 1 160 --- 40 225 14-7 5 42 --- slat 45 
1957 5 e515 <a 331 £25 1948 35 4,229 rn 1,070 225 
1953 2 240 60 -3 25 19h'9 17 2,234 --- 559 525 
1959 ae Ag aes ap te 1959 4 9,028 --- 2,257 025 
1960 1 30 22 --- at LoL Ds) 20,522 a 5,132 025 
after 1952 74 14,135 --- 3,605 +26 
ti cies E oe er 1953 150 28,258 --- 7,050 225 

Total 21 3,520 $82 $816 $0.25 
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Table BY,--Idaho: 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

alowed allowed comm, money acre 
367 93,374 oo $23, 500 $9.25 
165 39,412 --- 10,374 +126 
123 31,922 $390 8,024 26 
84 17373 420 4,377 ©27 
87 19,064 285 4,883 arate 
62 14,443 930 3,621 “31 
92 23,019 5,955 5,633 50 

1 150 16 --- --- 
118 32,543 15 8,140 225 
ad 13,717 4,740 3,474 60 
130 35,214 8,715 8,804 -50 
78 21,227 7,335 54305 59 

58 15,587 51355 3,897 a 
1,876 439,468 $34,156 $110,657 $ 0.33 
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Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--contimed 


Table B5.--Montana: 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed Comm. money acre 
1934 Zz 36 --- $10 $0.25 
1935 al 320 --- 80 225 
1936 --- --- on- ete one 
1937 =-- --- --- --- --- 
1938 --- o-- ase woe oe 
1939 oe --- --- --- --- 
1940 ak 20 --- 5) e25 
1941 --- --- ser: aa Sas 
1942 1 81 --- 20 025 
1943 
through 0 
1948 
1949 1 280 --- 70 ney 
1950 --- --- = 225 aoe 
ake beh --- --- == aces aes 
1952 a 237 --- 60 B25) 
1953 -<- --- --- --- --- 
1954 a: 280 ei 70 ‘ 25 
1955 
through 0 
1958 


Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


Table B5.--Mortana: Original entries and selections allowed under Table B6.--Nevada: Original entries and selections allowed under 


the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--Continued the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 
‘ 
——__Total cost __ ——__Total cost _ 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per ‘ Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
“ 
1959 4 200 $15 $50 $0.32 1934 3 138 --- $34 $0.25 
after 1935 3 328 --- 82 125 de, 
1959 0 | ae 
1936 --- = oe --- ---* 
Total 8 1,45 15 $365 $0.26 1957 --- --- --- --- = 
1938 au woe —e aoe ayes 
K: 
1939 2 80 --- 20 25 
1940 a — ane eee Fenn 
a 
1941 z 80 --- 20 4.225 
1942 1 160 = 40 425 
) 5 
1943 1 160 --- 40 3 425 
1914 + 120 — 30 25 
1945 1 40 --- 10 25 
1946 oes ee ne am ves 
1947 --- -— Se ee See 
1948 1 40 --- 10 25 
1949 2 1,200 --- 300 25 
1950 10 2,161 nes 540 25 
1951 1 81 --- 207." % 225 
é eal 
1952 27 5,763 --- 1, 4u0 225 
1953 43 10,087 --- 2,642 «25 
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Table B6.—Newada: 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 


a 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchases Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
1954 122 29,095 --- $7,291 $0.25 
1955 70 19,828 --- 4,951 25 
1956 15 3,718 --- --- --- 
1957 168 41,094 --- 10,278 neo 
1958 18 3,294 $766 ae 22h 
1959 50 11,593 525 2,898 229 
1960 98 26,509 1,265 6,637 30 
1961 220 61,453 3,300 15,374 +30 
1962 Bad 9,113 510 2,279 30 
1963 162 47,315 2,430 11,8421 230 
1964 33 8,968 480 2,419 «31 
1965 116 35,122 1,660 9,309 31 
1966 62 18,856 920 4,726 30 
Total 1,270 336,396 $11,856 $83,231 $0.28 
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Original entries and selections allowed under 


Table B7.--New iiexico: 


Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm . money acre 
1934 y 78 --- $19 $0.25 
1935 2 240 --- 60 Aras) 
1936 1 12 --- 3 25 
1937 --- --- --- --- --- 
1938 1 199 --~ 50 25 
1939 
through 0 
1942 
1943 4 160 => 4O 025 
194, 2 280 “os 70 25 
1945 
through 0 
1950 “a 
1951 2 157 a 39 25 
1952 RE 
through 0 ; 
1956 > 
1957 19 5,101 --- 1,276 125 
1958 10 2,493 $52 --- 620, 
1959 ve 3,756 210 939 sie 
1960 she 2,280 165 570 ane 
1961 14 2,463 --- 616 225 : 
1962 6 1,331 om 333: aye 


Table B7.--New Mexico: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--contimed 


ee 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm. money acre 
a a ee ed ee 
1963 8 1,480 $120 $370 $0.33 
1964 9 1,690 135 423 «33 
1965 8 1,680 120 420 oo 
1966 ak on 15 14 19 
Se ee eee eee 
Total 109 23,454 $1,276 $5,242 $0.28 
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Table 4&.--Oregon: 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 
1934 13 1,100 --- $275 $0.25 
1935 8 1,012 --- 253 025 
Mh 3 518 === 129 125 
1937 6 920 Zane 230 225 
1938 --- === as a= --- 
1939 8 1,180 --- 295 225 
1940 --- --- --- --- --- 
1941 al 160 --- 40 025 
1942 1 35 om ) 425 
terug oo Re 
1946 
1947 3 140 --- 140 1.00 
1948 i 150 === 40 Sor 
1949 --- --- zee ree —- 
1950 <-= --- =e Sos --- 
1951 Ab 160 --- --- 025 
1952 e 160 --- 4O 025 
1953 3 40 =o = 110 025 
1954 35 9,409 aes 2,433 025 
1955 22 4,899 = 1,213 025 
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the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


Original entries and selections allowed unuer 


Table B8,--Oregon: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--contirmed 


a eee 


Total cost 

Year or ee: Te 
2 tent a iE a Sea ch A A aaa et a 
1956 1 174 $16 --- $0.09 
1957 3 254 32 --- 13 
1958 sb 1,302 70 $325 «33 
1959 3 400 45 100 28 
1960 1 110 --- 26 25 
1961 2 24 15 60 aa 
1962 --- === --- ae a 
1963 ee aes a aoe on 
1964 1 317 80 --- 40 
1965 1 80 15 20 4h 
1966 3 971 45 243 +30 
SS nt gees ed ee A ee clean a le ae 

Total 133 24,131 $318 $5,981 $0.26 
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Table B9.--Utah: 


Year 


1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 


. 1940 


1941 
1942 
1943 
ee 
1947 
1948 
1949 
1950 
WB 
1952 
1953 
1954 
1955 


the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


Number Acres 

allowed allowed 
8 748 
1 162 
3 240 
1 4O 
2 220 
0 
aL 160 
ik 4O 
3 664 
6 1,461 
3 317 
12 3,226 
29 6,257 
10 2,265 
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Total cost 
Fees and 


Purchase 


comm. money 


Kite $188 


Original entries and selections allowed under 


Cost per 
acre 
$0.25 

025 


025 


Table B9.--Utah: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 


Reece ee 


- Number Acres Fees a ors se Cost per 
ar allowed allowed comm. money acre 
Se ree a a > 
1956 15 3,084 $293 =e $0.09 
1957 10 1,886 181 --- .10 
1958 a5 3,151 729 “<= +23 
1959 9 2,232 135 $ 570 ol 
1960 2 280 --- 70 025 
1961 23 3,617 100 804 25 
1962 18 5,308 90 920 19 
1963 2 519 30 110 027 
1964 3 759 --- 190 «25 
1965 2 240 --- 60 25 
1966 3 633 --- 142 022 
a 

Total 182 37,509 $1,558 $6,826 $0.22 
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Table B10,--Washington: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year allowed allowed comm, money acre 
1944 1 40 --- $10 --- 
1935 1 37 ae 9 tied 
1936 
through 0 
1959 
1960 1 130 $47 == $0.28 
1961 --- --- === ee a= 
1962 --- =<- os = ae 
1963 --- --- sas Sore eee 
1964 3 508 45 127 33 
1965 --- --- ae ae nee 
1966 --- --- ahs — oe 

Total é 715 292 $1h6 $0.29 


ay, ‘ 


Table Bll.--Wyoming: Originalentries and selections allowed under 


Table Bll.--Wyoming: Original entries and selections allowed under 
the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966 


the Desert Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 


Numb A eee eee cast pak Total cost 
Year semeed  “adabwee — money ce ee ry eon Sl poate each 
1934 12 1,786 --- $447 $0.25 1954 33 3,801 ae $964 $0.25 
1935 La 569 ate he -25 1955 3 1,371 ite 343 125 
1936 St: << pat Pee nate 1956 2.8 eae San --- --- 
1937 i 160 ot 40 +25 1957 ssi, ee: Ate ee ae 
1938 oe oa pe — zae 1958 12 2,989 --- 747 +25 
1939 ae pe ns Sa a 1959 28 6,784 $420 1,277 025 
1940 or ce onk son ar 1960 4 730 --- 182 +25 
1941 > 200 ate ae ik 1961 1 290 15 73 29 
1942 er ai aia mee i 1962 2 320 30 80 29 
1943 — aoe <<% ae 23 1963 21 4,762 --- 1,205 26 
ae : TES se 40 +25 196i 3 508 45 127 3H 
1945 - ih ail a e 1965 4 3,563 oe Lee a 
1946 1 28 er ? “a7 1966 ~6 1,686 Bee 422 625 
1947 1 45 =e ui 025 
ase : 3 = 23 aus Total 199 35,038 $510 $8 , 460 $0.26 
1949 1 40 --- 10 eo 
1950 6 299 --- 82 ay; 
1951 6 919 --- ... 230 225 
1952 ul 2,188 == 609 .28 
1953 13 1,706 une 448 26 


oo : ae 2 Oe 
es — a _ a 7 : ome - 
aa =? Table ¢2.-4xliterda:: ¥ 
uwier 2he homewtaes ~ ‘ = 


‘3 


ceri yy 


(i - | 


gee ee a 
: ; APPENDIX C 


aes gh 


ind ©, » 


_ Final Entries Approved under the Homestead Acts in the 


ie. bs ; 
17 Contiguous Western States (None Allowed in 
Xansasvand Texas), 1934-196¢ 


Table Cl.--Arizona: 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 416 127,727 $5,056 $946 $0.05 
1935 520 176,961 7,157 200 04 
1936 506 168,703 670 850 01 
1937 415 148,684 5,920 1,000 205 
1938 294 103,843 4,105 --- - OF 
1939 180 59 ,206 2,380 750 205 
1940 106 31,830 1,265 800 06 
1941 40 15,383 592 336 06 
1942 26 7,026 270 220 .07 
1943 24 6,365 254 360 .10 
1944, uw 3,671. 140 Ee 04 
1945 6 550 19 --- 04 
1946 5 1,040 39 --- 04 
1947 4 400 15 --- 04 
1948 3 280 10 --- 03 
1949 1 4,014 171 --- » O4 
1950 --- === = < nen 
1951 16 1,634 61 --- . O4 
1952 19 2,082 78 --- 04 
1953 an 1,440 52 --- 04 
1954 16 2,367 89 --- 04 


Sources follow Table Al in Appendix A. 
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Final entries approved under the homestead 


acts, 1934-1966 


Table Cl.--Arizona: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966--continued 


i eee eae en eee ee Se 


= Total costs 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre ' 
se a a a a i 
1955 i 1,514 $29 $320 $0.02 
1956 16 2,536 108 --- .04 
1957 2) 1,180 44 --- 204 
1958 3 460 17 --- 04 
1959 5 Spey LO --- 05 
1960 1 160 13 --- 08 
1961 1 126 12 --- 10 
1962 3 480 23 --- 205 
after 
1962 0 
ee eee 
Total 1,684 859,127 $28,597 $ 5,782 $0.04 


a nee ELLE EEE 
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Table C2,--California: 


46 


22 


Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966 


Acres 
approved 
100 ,283 

96,611 

96,992 
116 ,433 

99,919 

48,285 

32,356 

22,909 

8,358 
5,015 
2,311 

838 


927 
1,717 
5,928 

10,142 
4,683 
1,806 


2,621 


84 


Total cost 
Fees and Purchase 
comm. money 
$4,455 $752 
4,370 768 
4,370 612 
5,118 350 
4,218 853 
2,142 200 
1,385 656 
981 --- 
He ae 
204 --- 
96 et 
31 ses 
25 --- 
46 ee 
85 --- 
261 --- 

1,060 48 
538 =—< 
197 oe 
241 251 


Cost per 


acre 


$0.05 
.05 


oll 


«19 


Table C2.--California: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966--continued 


ee Ava Cores 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1955 5) 44 40 --- -10 
1956 G 590 30 sae 205 
1957 a 80 3} --- 204 
1958 2 240 9 --- 04 
1959 v 788 88 --- alt 
1960 th 599 15 =—— 03 
1961 4 708 51 --- 207 
1962 6 849 118 --- .02 
1963 3 353 13 cee 04 
1964 4 320 277 --- «24 
1965 200 36 =e 18 
1966 1 160 16 --- .10 
Total 3,119 664,012 $30 , 588 3 4,490 $ 0.05 
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Table C3.--Colorado: 


Total cost 
Year pee See oved one Boe See 
1934 134 40,711 $1,569 --- $0.04 
1935 386 128,919 4,862 --- » 04 
1936 357 116,571 4,412 --- » 04 
1937 364, 119,564 4, SHS ae 204 
1938 315 114,442 4,298 --- 04 
1939 307 109,519 4,109 --- 04 
1940 204 77,786 2,775 --- .O4 
1941 109 43,086 1,638 --- 04 
1942 81 29,989 1,120 $100 04 
1943 53 22,265 861 --- 04 
1944 29 6,752 253 --- 04 
1945 19 5,270 191 --- 04 
1946 8 2 436 93 --- 04 
1947 15 3,652 135 =e 04 
1948 7 1,178 by -=- 04 
1949 8 1,667 62 --- 04 
1950 6 727 27 — «04 
1951 56 4,979 137 --- 203 
1952 9 1,253 SY te 205 
1953 7 W385 52 =-- 04 
1954 14 2,510 conn --- 04 


Final entries approved under the homestead 


acts, 1934-1966 
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Table C3,--Colorado: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966--contimued 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1955 12 2,090 $88 --- $0, 04 
1956 15 2 644 150 --- .06 
1957 18 2,274 131 --- .06 
1958 9 1,761 66 Ae 04 
1959 7 1,318 60 --- .05 
1960 4 620 37 --- 06 
1961 dy 704 30 --- 04 
1962 6 785 32 --- 204 
1963 4 591 27 --- 05 

1964 on aes He = ce 
1965 10 1,342 125 --- 209 
1966 “4 120 10 --- 08 
Total 2,578 729 , 346 $32,093 $100 $0,04 


Table C4,--Idaho: 


Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

approved approved comm. money acre 
134 38 ,483 $1,453 $50 $0.04 
156 574775 2171 116 04 
129 44,034 1,657 42 O04 
162 55,768 2,093 10 O44 
145 49,175 1,869 oe O44 
203 81,626 3,064 50 O44 
77 28,743 1,102 --- .O4 
84 28,879 1,087 --- 04 
61 17,663 666 280 +05 
53 1,166 531 40 - 04 
Udy 8,723 327 --- .O4 
28 3,699 142 --- O04 
15 1,980 74 --- O44 
32 3,448 129 == Ol 
14 2,041 78 --- ~O4 
16 1,817 (ae --- 04 
27 2,734 114 “== O04 
79 9,030 763 --- .08 
ras, 2,516 156 --- 06 
23 2,870 158 wine 06 
32 3,803 206 oa 05 
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Table C4.--Idaho: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966--continued 


re 
Total cost 


mwber oven ««sSWasP'aat  Puretnuy «Gage par 
Year approved approved comm. money. acre 
ee Re eg ei eee 8 
1955 42 5,167 $301 --- $0,06 
1956 68 8,392 598 --- .07 
1957 95 11,194 1,013 --- 09 
1958 65 7,401 420 --- ,06 
1959 ou 12,218 605 --- 205 
1960 128 17,481 927 ) tbe “05 
1961 126 18,134 977 --- sau 
1962 66 10, 3444 515 --- 105 * 
19623 46 6,784 696 --- 10 
1964 21 3,298 98 --- 03 
1965 10 1,342 125 --- 09 
1966 ala 1,906 --- --- --r 
ela sats a i rt eee hh OP 
Total 2,309 562,634 S24 ,186 $588 $ 0.04 


eee en EEE EEENEEEERSRSEENTENT ENING 


89 


Table C5.--Montana: Final entries approved under the homestead 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money ° acre 
1934 512 144,599 $6 ,057 $8 $0.04 
1935 £68 162,498 6,906 32 .04 
1936 714 219 , 586 9,298 150 » 04 
1937 565 174 ,280 7356 Su 04 
1938 350 107,019 4,438 pel “04 
1939 289 93,503 2,873 a 03 
1940 193 67,784 2,890 --- 04 
1941 162 46,946 1,937 --- » 4 
1942 100 18,818 760 3,309 $21 
1943 77 9,213 369 L Ut6 252 
1944p 65 8, 940 383 2,009 vey, 
1945 90 9,672 388 1,960 » 2k 
1946 146 18,016 708 2,539 .18 
1947 97 10,480 ALO 5,113 253 
1948 32 3,140 128 2,131 ere 
1949 56 5,262 274 3,993 81 
1950 48 5,283 211 bieyes 1,09 
1951 17 10,106 380 19,056 1.92 
1952 5 359 13 980 2.76 
1953 22 1,8% 238 2,997 1.70 
1954 20 1,800 128 3,506 2.04 


acts, 1934-1966 


Table C5.--Montana: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966--contimed 


ee Se SS ee 


Total cost 


a  —— 


“£ 
yy 
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Number Acres Foes and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
Se 8 ee ee 
1955 39 3,598 $385 $2,761 $0.92 
1956 4? 5,083 536 3, 866 87 
1957 43 &,164 Oly 4,656 (1.32 
1958 18 TBs 971 2,955 35 
a9e7 4g 4,333 931 --- Ayal 
1960 50 4,166 89 --- 02 « 
1961 36 3,760 118 669 rer 
. 1962 34 2,989 53 --- 02 
1963 29 222 yw --- 01 
1964 37 3,559 gS aoe 202 
1965 11 - 846 13 --- 01 
1966 26 2,558 5 ae = 
ee a it a BR Ske ee 
Total 747 1,168,294 £50,462 $72,517 “$0.11 


Table C6.--Nebraska: Final entries approved under the homestead Table C6.--Nebraska: Final entries approved under the homestead 


acts, 1934-1966 acts, 1934-1966--continued 
Total cost tain Total cost cme 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 1961 12 1,161 $29 --- $0.02 
through 0 : eee 
1941 1962 4 320 8 --- 02 
1942 a 1,160 $37 --- $0.03 1963 4 aR) ll --= 02 
1943 13 1,292 35 --- 03 1964 15 1,408 36 --- 03 
1944 6 588 19 --- As) 1965 2 140 4 --- .03 
1945 ) 1,334 29 --- 02 1966 8 600 20 < eee 03 
1946 4 406 10 --- 02 : 
“ti , ne Q.. = oR Total 215 cote $ 569 $3 $ 0.03 
1948 8 897 22 $3 03 ce 
1949 10 1,270 on = 03 . 
1950 8 871 22 --- .03 : 
1951 2 65 7 i ir z 
1952 6 760 19 --- 02 a 
1953 3 360 9 --- .02 . 
1954 6 680 rz --- .02 s 
1955 15 1,670 42 --- .02 
1956 12 1,203 35 --- 203 
1957 14 pha g 29 --- 03 
1958 12 1,340 33 --- 02 i 
1959 10 1,020 26 --- 03 
1960 14 1,439 36 --- 02 


Table C7,.--Nevada: Final entries approved under the homestead 


Table C7.--Nevada: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966 


acts, 1934-1966--contimed 


Total cost Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre eae approved approved cet money acre 
1934 sin 8,421 $325 sas $0.04 1955 3 394 $43 None $0.11 
1935 28 7,417 297 any 04 1956 2 196 20 a2 yt 
1936 25 5,796 2h2 = -04 1957 6 864 68 sd 08 
1937 31 9,614 371 is 1958 8 703 35 +05 
1938 28 54159 210 Aba, 1959 13 1,563 97 06 
1939 28 5,763 262 “04, 1960 18 2,273 140 ins 
1940 19 4,326 170 -04 1961 15 2,102 94 .04 
1941 9 1,760 66 OM 1962 10 1,520 59 +04” 
1942 6 1,558 76 205 1963 10 1,326 53 04 
1943 5 821 31 04 1964 12 Xi 54 63 005 
19s 2 401 15 ane 1965 13 1,428 99 .07 
1945 2 417 20 »05 1966 5 760 67 .09 
1946 Se eee os = 
1947 rm 440 21 05 Total 335° 69,639 $3,089 $0.0l 
1948 8 YE. 72 - 04 
1949 4 230 19 .08 
1950 1 80 3 04 
1951 --- --- --- ma 
1952 b 331 22 .07 
1953 ? 572 25 mon 
1954 3 117 4 .03 
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Table C8,--New Mexico: Final entries approved under the homestead Table C8.--New Mexico: Final entries approved under the homestead 


acts, 1934-1966 acts, 1934-1966--contimed 
Total cost Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 491 196 ,432 $7 ,809 --- - $0,04 1955 3 962 $68 --- $0.07 
1935 7, 484,200 218,655 --- 04 1956 3 219 17 --- 08 
1936 1,182 510,455 20,012 $200 04 1957 14 1,754 357 --- 205 
1937 1,292 569 , 848 349 269 01 1958 4 1,286 80 --- mop 
1938 822 3574758 226 --- --- 1959 Ui 777 48 --- 06 
1939 563 248,100 9,615 --- Ok 1960 5 719 72 ae .10 
1940 307 133,504 5,324 --- 04 1961 5 720 42 ame 05 
1941 129 Sat? 24385 wee .04 1962 3 553 27 = .05 
1942 72 27,054 ntralont 68 Oly 1963 2 240 55 = 02 
1943 : 4 14,640 554 --- Ol 1964 1 160 25 ne 15 
) 1944 11 2,974 130 --- 04 1965 1 160 25 --- wl 
| 1945 16 5,265 233 --- 04 1966 2 160 50 ae 03 
1946 2 465 i) --- 04 
Total 6,147 2,622,471 $67 ,680 $ 705 $0.03 
1947 3 400 21 --- 04 
1948 8 5773 72 --- . O4 
1949 i 1,662 68 --- - OY 
1950 6 931 123 14 .06 
1951 5 668 84 4 eel 
1952 4 931 8 ae 01 
1953 4 264 25 --- 209 
1954 2 160 3 150 09 
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Table C9,--North Dakota: 


acts, 1934-1966 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1944 33 4,914 $166 --- $0.03 
1935 33 54320 159 Sat 03 
1936 32 2,854 88 --- 03 
1937 58 7,072 221 --- 03 
1938 33 4,833 148 $124 06 
1939 36 5,012 155 --- .03 
1940 23 3,248 125 --- 04, 
1941 5 1,235 4g --- 04 
1942 8 516 13 55 ai 
1943 8 1,093 38 --- .03 
1944 4 410 10 --- .02 
1945 i. 137 3 --- .02 
1946 2 190 15 --- 08 
1947 a = ane — ene 
1948 4 458 1 --- 02 
1949 --- --- --- --- --- 
1950 3 321 8 --- 02 
1951 
through 0 
1954 
1955 5 626 42 --- .07 


Final entries approved under the homestead 


Table C9,--North Dakota: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966--contimed 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1956 
through 0 
1958 
1959 2 210 $51 --- $0.02 
1960 --- --- ae ee ae 
1961 ae 154 4 --- .03 
1962 2 240 --- === oa 
1963 --- --- ae som aoe 
1964 1 120 8 --- 06 
1965 1 155 9 “<= 06 
1966 --- --- eee —_ pe 

Total 295 39,118 $1,323 $179 ¢ 0.04 


Table Cll.--Oregon: Final entries approved under the homestead 


Table Cl0.--Oklahoma: Final entrics approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966 


acts, 1934-1966 


ote cont __, Number Acres Fees ese Cost per 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per rece bvcred cored ths pe oe 

Year approved approved comm. money acre 
i97t None 1934 195 43,789 $1,876 =e $0.04 
aie : 1935 221 46,350 1,959 $200 .05 
1942 6 255 $6 ae $0.02 1936 229 40,916 1,915 = .05 
1943 1 40 1 02 1937 376 69,892 3,160 392 605 
1944 == sine te aoe Ar 1938 341 62,476 2,937 mee 8 
1945 at 48 1 02 1939 280 77,813 3,186 eet 0 
1946 1940 173 29,247 1,257 150 05 
1949 3 1941 63 15,567 618 ua 04 
1950 1 123 7 605 1942 97 13,457 513 4.80 ,07 
1951 1 155 5 .03 1943 45 54325 199 --- 04 
1952 ae wade ane : a 1944 16 3, Uy 122 239 ay 
1953 2 106 6 06 1945 6 572 24 160 £32 
1954 1946 5 640 25 oon 04 
1957 | : 1947 5 392 nu 100 28 
1958 1 147 nu .08 1948 6 716 28 Mae 04 
1959 1949 8 875 42 35 .09 
the : 1950 10 607 4s 639 1.13 
1962 1 156 6 03 1951 9 395 77 200 .70 
after 1952 8 827 94 34 a 
1962 0 1953 3 560 81 ~-- ly 

Total 14 1,030 243 $0.04 1954 2 251 22 — .09 
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Table Cll.--Oregon: Final entries approved under the homestead 


acts, 1934-1966--contimed 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre 
1955 1 4) $3 --- $0,08 
1956 5 420 27 ~-- .06 
1957 5 599 38 ae 06 
1958 --- ee saitle ee =e 
1959 2 200 16 --- 08 
1960 Aa oe ie cal Sex 
1961 2 4g 4 --- 08 
1962 4 431 17 --- 04 
1963 2 170 --- Jo= aos 
1964, == onl Pom ae Pl 
1965 2 60 2 --- 03 
1966 1 40 aa «al ae 
Total 2,122 415,820 $18,298 $2,629 $0.05 
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Table C12.--South Dakota: Final entries approved under the homestead 


acts, 1934-1966 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre 
19% 45 8,643 $219 — $0.03 
1935 81 23,127 581 --- 03 
1936 70 23,052 578 --- «03 
1937 107 30,724 771 == «03 
1938 59 17,238 LW “== 03 
1939 41 13,021 326 --- 03 
1940 47 11,589 295 --- 03 
1941 19 6,450 162 --- 03 
1942 18 3,096 78 S644 “23 
1943 9 1,784 45 722 43 
1944, 4 358 9 --- 03 
1945 1 80 2 --- 03 
1946 1 110 3 --- 03 
1947 oe 160 4 zee 03 
1948 160 4 --- 03 
1949 --- --- --- --- --- 
1950 3 40 1 --- 03 
1951 6 559 14 --- 03 
1952 --- --- --- --- --- 
1953 1 143 17 --- 12 
1954 4 480 39 --- 08 
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Table Cl3.--Utah: Final entries approved under the homestead 


Table C12.--South Dakota: Final ertries approved under the homesteec 
acts, 1934-1966 


acts, 1934-1966--contimed 


Number Acres Fees ae eee Cost per Number Acres Fees rs ant Cost per 

Year approved approved comm, money acre Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1955 ae 1,279 $99 --- $0,08 1934 105 4,738 $1,876 =e $0.04 
1956 7 780 90 ie 2 1935 102 43,943 1,818 a 0 
1957 1 80 14 Bee .18 1936 107 46,462 1,881 --- 04 
1958 4 400 58 zee ais 1937 177 74,888 3,075 a 04 
1959 2 120 16 oe 533 1938 120 51,8% 2,136 seni 04 
1960 2 307 4 eee .01 1939 173 77 43 250 = .01 
1961 6 589 13 a 02 1940 52 26,166 1,139 ae 04 
1962 5 500 9 --- .02 1941 60 29 440 1,137 --- «04 
1963 13 1,159 27 --- .02 1942 4o 17,314 650 $345 .06 
1964 4, 160 ? Sea 04 1943 15 6,927 260 aa 04 
1965 Js 202 aa! a as 1944 9 2,732 103 185 el 
1966 = Fatt] it — «NG 1945 9 2,752 103 200 pee 
1946 4 2,073 a --- 04 
Total 568 146,188 53,919 $1,366 $ 0,04 oie ; re = _ 
1948 5 2,158 80 --- 04 
1949 8 1,792 67 --- 04 
1950 i 1,800 67 = OL 
1951 ? 1,160 dy ys aon 
1952 9 2,400 90 wee ou 
1953 15 4,926 200 — «04 
1954 18 4,194 169 --- » 04 
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Table C14.--Washington: Final ent.ies approved under the homestead 


Table C13.--Utah: Final entries approved under the homesteed 
acts, 1934-1966 


acts, 1934-1966--continued 


LL 


Rae cee sear ee ost por Number Acres orp iegscisit> ore per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre Year approved approved comm, money acre 
1955 8 1,764 $77 = $0.04 1944 16 3525) $162 --- $0.05 
1956 23 6,429 328 oo 405 1935 24 3,058 131 ae O44 
1957 30 7,592 434 = .06 1936 28 54345 295 — 06 
1958 19 4, 589 246 $8 .06 1937 a 6 ,288 368 oon .06 
1959 17 4,169 198 — £05 1938 46 6,141 389 $50 .07 
1960 12 2,812 133 --- 05 1959 31 4,907 320 395 rete 
1961 12 2,502 176 Sts .07 1940 9 1,260 69 ae 105 
1962 1 320 12 --- Ol, 1941 10 1,473 101 ese .07 
1963 12 2,509 n3 = 105 192 1 ~ 80 3 --= «Oly 
1964 1 2,677 112 one Ob 1943 6 706 53 — .07 
1965 7 1,758 66 == 04 1944 5 484 36 tee 107 
1966 5 1,120 42 ats O4 1945 3 238 18 eae 08 
1946 3 240 18 --- .08 
Total 1,208 487 , 589 $17,315 $ 738 $ 0.04 iy a ee if ee oe 
1948 ae. miaie eee —— =e 
1949 4 273 20 = .07 
1950 8 639 36 --- 06 
1951 aa 95? 127 1 .08 
1952 4 331 25 --- .08 
1953 3 282 74 =a 626 
1954 6 674 131 — .19 
106 
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Table Cl4,--Washington: Final entries approved under the homestead Table C15.--Wyoming: Final entries approved under the homestead 


acts, 1934-1966-contimed acts ,1934-1966 
Total cost eee LOCalaCOS teams 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1955 2 116 $31 oo $0.28 1934 754 337.787 $13,300 --- $0, 04 
1956 2 160 39 --- 22 1935 935 380,685 14,973 — 04 
1957 1 97 --- --- --- 1936 971 49 , 989 17,787 --- 04 
1958 2 168 33 ee .20 1937 1,060 507,202 20,281 ===. 04 
1959 oo Jc ane ee re 1938 736 364,390 14,376 --- 04 
1960 2 200 50 ee 525 1939 495 245,139 9,658 wan 04 
1961 6 713 2n --- 30 1940 393 190,261 7,428 eet 04 
1962 a 205 aoe =—2 — 1941 226 104,862 4,207 --- 04 
1963 4 560 134 as 2k 1942 147 47,147 1,820 $1,309 06 
1964 2 320 86 --- 327 1943 55 17,424 670 740 .08 
1965 a 159 37 --- ‘23 1944 42 8,734 337 208 .06 
1966 | 3 220 8 Ss4 OF 1945 21 3,635 154 60 06 
1946 37 4,380 164 731 205 
Total 277 39,240 $3,005 $ 445 3 0,09 
1947 31 3,248 128 Mes .06 
1948 25 3,000 135 117 08 
1949 8 1,394 33 SEG 02 
1950 35 51735 232 --- 04 
1951 59 8,803 329 aoe 04 
1952 87 11,510 433 — 04 
1953 7 13,450 508 1,560 ralg, 
1954 43 5540 208 1,187 425 
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Table C15.--Wyoming: Final entries approved under the homestead 
acts, 1934-1966--continued 


a 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1955 17 2,033 $74 $389 $0.22 
1956 er ors 5,592 204 ts 2 04 APPENDIX D 
1957 By) 21,722 TADS, ee 207 
1958 B 8,954 333 Ls (09 Final Entries Approved under the Desert Land Act in the 17 
1959 17 3,230 118 he “ol Contiguous Western States (None in Kansas, Nebraska, 
1960 n 2,052 %6 a. “ob North Dekote. Cklahoma and Texas), 1934-1966 
1961 27 4,567 149 --- -03 
1962 3 211 45 --- 06 
1963 4 su 19 ae O44 
1964 5 520 20 --- O04 
1965 5 428 15 fe 04 
1966 3 220 8 sate: .02 

Total 6,455 2,764,134 $108,975 $7,908 $ 0,04 
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Table Dl,--Arizona: Final entries approved under the Desert Table Dl.--Arizona: Final entries approved under the Desert 


Land Act, 1934-1966 Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 
Total cost Total cost 

ee ee eee ame Tot. WeReiyed Seed Pee ogee 
1934 8 960 $960 --- $1.00 ibe # 1,203 --- $1,205 $1.00 
1935 6 (es Se 713 --- 1.00 1953 14 34258 --- 3,259 1.00 
1936 4 276 276 --- 1.00 1954 2) 680 --- 680 1.00 
1937 4 4.80 480 — 1.00 1999 2 560 --- 560 1.00 
1938 12 1,274 1,274 --- 1,00 1956 9 - 1,250 £20 aed 25) 1,01 
1939 10 1,160 1,110 --- 96 T9572, 10 2 ped 5 29323 1.01 
1940 7 1,013 --- $1,013 1.00 1958 28 8,266 98 8,266 1,01 
1941 4 560 ae 560 1.00 1959 23 6,110 ns 6,110 1.00 
1942 11 1,994 --- 1,854 93 1960 18 4,904 39 4,904 1.01 
1943 1 312 --- 312 1,00 1961 14 3,897 bydy 3,986 1.01 
1944 4 553 --- 553 1.00 1962 2 716 --- 28,350 39.60. 
1945 3 240 --- 240 1.00 1963 3 784 120 784 1.15 
1946 2 320 --- 320 1.00 1964 --- ace Ap =e seks 
1947 4 400 15 ae 04 1965 a 320 --- 320 aie 
1948 4 520 --- 521 1.00 1966 --- --- --- --- a8 
1949 7 916 --- 957 1.04 

Total 236 47,034 $5,144 $68,639 $1557. 
1950 4 479 — 500 1.04 
1951 6 595 ae 595 1.00 


Sources follow Table Ail in Appendix A. 
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Table D2,--California: Final entries approved under the Desert Table D2.--California: Final entries approved under the Desert 


Land Act, 1934-1966 Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 
Total cost eG Total costes 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved corm. money acre Year approved approved Comm. money acre 

1934 3 193 --- $193 $1.00 1954 25 3,158 --- $3,782 $1.19 

1935 7 480 ae _ 480 1,00 1955 15 2,083 one i ot874 1.04 

1936 5 566 1c 566 1,00 1956 23 344479 a ee 199 

1937 20 2,604 --- 2,596 1,00 1957 8 717 --- 717 1,00 

1938 8 1,153 --- o155 1,00 1958 32 4,758 --- 4,708 1.00 

1939 15 1,537 --- 1,527 1.00 1959 13 1,399 --- 1,399 1.00 

1940 | 6 1,191 --- 1,191 1.00 1960 20 309 $5 309 1.00 

1941 === ae oa eee --- 1961 24 34296 --- 3,296 1.00 

1942 12 1,958". --- 1,919 98 1962 4 516 216 768 1.90 

1943 7 920 --- 920 1.00 1963 37 6,349 245 6,348 2.04 

1944 3 400 === 400 1.00 1964 17 2,981 --- 2,981 1.00 

1945 2 360 de 360 1,00 1965 8 1,647 19 1,647 1.00 

1946 2 80 = 80 1.00 1966 . 520 35 ug 192 

1947 760 --- 72k 95 
Total hy 63,553 3520 $67,624 $1,07 

1948 2 280 =~ 320 1,14 

1949 11 1,113 --- 1,294 1.16 

1950 37 6,910 --- 71252 1.05 

1951 40 7 »480 --- 9,310 1.24 

1952 14 2,045 --- 2,556 1127 

1953 15 29929 --- 2,762 1.19 


TS 


Table D3.--Colorado: Final entries approved under the Desert Table D3.--Colorado: Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966 Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 


be i ESS SS EES rs 


Total cost Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre Year approved approved comm. money acre 
Se OE re ee 
19954 3 345 None $345 $1.00 1961 oe ave None --- Bae 
in in 
1935 — =< any --- --- 1962 3 - 680 any $680 $1.00 
year year 
1936 5 236 21 89 1963 1 69 69 1.00 
1937 pod pa 25 7, after 
0 

1938 5 961 961 1.00 a 2a eee ee 
1939 2 366 367 1.00 Total 51 8,930 $ 7,276 $ 0.81 
1940 4 841 842 1,00 se ee eens 
1941 3 319 310 99 
1942 2 440 369 84 
1943 1 83 83 1.00 
1944 
through 0 
1952 
1953 1 160 200 1.25 
1954 --- --- --- os 
1955 2 520 140 o27 
1956 8 1,788 552 32 
1957 3 239 239 1.00 
1958 4 721 721 1.00 
1959 4 1,162 1,162 1,00 
1960 --- --- --- --- 


Table D4+,--Idaho: Final entries approved under the Desert Table D4,--Idaho: Final entries approved under the Desert 


Land Act, 1934-1966 Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 
) 
Total cost Total cost 

Pe ey ates scm key ye kre Yess: iP agptored Sw /igioved: f™ tec” Wieaetos 3 eee 
1934 m 23 --- $h2 $0.18 : 1954 Ms 5,985 ~-- $5,987 $1.00 
1935 15 1,361 --- 1,361 1,00 1955 69 11,287 «<= 11,277 1.00 
1936 5 240 --- 240 1.00 1956 80 14, 562 $140 14,574 1.01 
1937 10 1,201 --- 923 7? 1957 84 17,711 380 17,715 1,02 
1938 16 1,212 -- 1,212 1.00 1958 84 16, 38 235 16,182 1,02 
1939 15 1,692 --- 1,692 1.00 1959 102 22,707 =r 22,707 1.00 
1940 7 726 — 226 1.00 1960 88 19,629 = 19,640 99 
1941 ? 795 --- 295 1.00 1961 86 18,132 hy 18,132 1.00 
1942 6 541 --- 541 1,00 1962 73 18,254 --- 18,234 1.00 
1943 6 6,659 --- 634 -10 1963 71 16,573 ose 16,573 1.00 
1944 3 160 --- 160 1.00 1964 69 15,619 --- 15,619 1.00 
1945 6 587 a 587 1.00 1965 70 17,022 aon 17,022 1,00 
1946 1 4O --- 4O 1,00 1966 ge 20,714 --- 20,714 1,00 
1947 5 840 --- 840 1.00 

at » = le ee it Total 1,196 244 379 $755 $237,484 $0.97 
1949 325 --- 325 1,00 

1950 7 1,103 ~~~ 863 .78 

1951 21 2,042 --- 2,032 98 

1952 19 2,788 --- 2,788 1,00 

1953 38 7,308 --- 7,308 1,00 
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Table D5,--Montana: 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm, money acre 

1934 6 606 --- $606 $1.00 
wh By) 27 3,613 --- 3,613 ‘1,00 
1936 23 2,853 --- 2,853 1,00 
1937 42 5,654 --- 5,654 1,00 
1938 2 301 === 297 +99 
1939 3 720 --- 720 1.00 
1940 1 20 --- 20 1,00 
1941 ec 480 --- 480 1,00 
1942 i 89 -=- 89 1.00 
1943 2 118 --- 118 1.00 
1944 2 280 --- 280 1.00 
1945 3 480 --- 480 1.00 
1946 --- --- --- --- --- 

1947 1 80 --- 80 1.00 
1948 --- --- --- --- --- 

1949 1 160 --- 160 1,00 
1950 1 160 --- 160 1,00 
1951 L 160 --- 200 1.25 
1952 — a ini aan oon 

1953 a ata --- =-- --- 
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Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966 


a 


Table D5.--Montana: Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1954 1 280 --- $280 $1.00 
1955 
through 0 
1957 
1958 1 237 $5 296 1.27 
1959 
through 0 
1961 
1962 2 220 15 250 1.20 
1963 --- --- --- --- --- 
1964, 1 160 --- 120 075 
1965 ab 326 ~-- 326 1,00 
1966 --- --- --- --- --- 

Total 124 16,997 $20 $17,082 $1.01 


les 


Table D6.--Nevada: Final entries approved under the Desert Table D6,--Nevada: Final entries approved under the Desert 


Land Act, 1934-1966 Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 
Total cost Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 3 284 = $284 $1.00 1954 ab 160 --- $200 $1.25 
1935 --- --- --- --- --- 1955 < gk 157) --- 158 1.00 
1936 1 40 --- 4O 1.00 1956 1. 80 --- 80 1.00 
1937 --- --- --- --- --- 1957 1 80 --- 80 1.00 
1938 8 831 --- 831 1.00 1958 12 2,721 $30 2,724 1.00 
1939 6 800 ae 800 1.00 1959 14 3,165 --- 3,165 1.00 
1940 2 357 - 357 1.00 1960 19 4,212 bs ty, 214 1,01 
1941 2 200 ao 200 1.00 1961 33 8,146 10 8,148 1.00 
1942 1 80 ae 80 1.00 1962 62 14,448 ~ --- 14,521 1.00 
1943 --- --- --- --- --- 1963 73 18,807 --- 18,818 1.00 
1944 al 160 --- 160 1,00 1964 89 24,650 --- 24,705 1.00 
1945 a: 40 -<- 40 1.00 1965 121 34, 568 --- 34, 568 1,00 
1946 --- --- --- — --- 1966 “58 15,154 --- 15,264 1.01 
1947 2 240 --- 240 1,00 f 
ot: ‘ ia F ree ks Total 521 130,952 $85 $131,449 $1.00 
1949 oF 480 --- 520 1.08 
1950 4 320 --- 400 1.25 
1951 --- --- --- --- --- 
1952 2 320 --- 400 1.25 
1953 1 40 --- 40 1.00 
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Table D?,--New Mexico: Final entries approved under the Desert Table D7,--New Mexico: Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966 Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 
, i tees 


Total cost Sere ee eRe 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre Year approved approved comm, money acre 
1934 os as Sone Fike eee 1961 3 480 None $480 $1.00 
in in 
1935 1 160 any $160 $1.00 1962 8 1,170 any 1,171 1.00 
year year 

1936 2 240 210 1.00 1963 4 763 764 1,00 
1937 1 40 40 1.00 1964 9 1,399 1,400 1.00 
1938 1 96 96 1,00 1965 13 2,243 2,246 1,00 
1939 a Age aoe eS 1966 13 1,962 1,963 1,00 
1 uk e 

e A °° is” Total 76 12,027 $11,684 $ 0.97 
1941 2 238 238 1.00 

1942 

through 0 

1947 

1948 2 280 280 1.00 

1949 

through 0 

1953 

1954 2 196 315 1,61 

1955 --- --- --- mae 

1956 3 800 320 225 

LoD 7, 2 350 360 1.02 

1958 ay 160 160 1,00 

1959 4 251 251 1.00 

1960 4 1,039 1,040 1,00 


: Table D8.--Oregon: Final entries approved under the Desert 
Table D8,--Oregon: Final entries approved under the Desert Land Act, £034-1066--contimied 


Land Act, 1934-1966 


Total cost Number Acres Fees a pene Cost per 
os qo a SET Sr fest aoe aporet toms aon at 
1934 3 165 aa $165 $1.00 tN 5 saz --- --- --- 
1935 4 175 — 175 1.00 1955 ? 80 --- $80 $1.00 
1936 5 400 no 400 1.00 1958 ¢ aap $20 440 1.05 
1937 8 771 — 71 1.00 1957 2 270 5 200 .76 
1938 8 800 mee 800 1.00 ae ae 1,076 25 1,077 1,02 
1939 8 680 8 680 1.00 1959 "4 433 --- 433 1.00 
1940 8 1,127 ss 1,127 1.00 pee 3 309 5 309 _ 1,00 
1941 2 240 a 240 1.00 ages 9 1,400 --- 1,400 1.00 
1942 14 1,295 mon 1,195 92 1962 8 1,720 70 1,680 1,01 
1943 12 1,496 --- 1,496 1,00 A283 a0 en0y7 vibe 2,048 1,00 
1944 2 160 a 160 1,00 196t 3 401 --- 401 1.00 
1945 8 627 = 627 1.00 1965 z 200 are 200 1,00 
1946 1 80 _ 80 1.00 rd +2 156 --- 157 1.00 
=i 3 i a oie 1.00 Total 164 17,568 5125 ‘$17,410 $1.00 
1948 2 200 =< 200 1.00 
1949 1 160 oa 160 1.00 
1950 5 240 ae 280 1.17 
1951 2 30 a 37 1.24 
1952 2 50 a 52 1.04 
1953 2 200 28. 200 1.00 
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Table D9.--South Dakota: Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1942 1 76 --- $76 $1.00 
only 
Total 1 76 $76 $1.00 
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Table D10.--Utah: Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966 


Number Acres 
approved approved 


Nias ON OSD) AeA TR 
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Total cost 


Fees and 
comm. 


Purchase 
money 


Cost per 
acre 
$1.00 

1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 


Table Dll.--Washington: Final entries approved under the Desert 


Oa rt 
Table D10,--Utah: Final entries approved under the Dese Land Act, 1934-1966 


Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 


Number Acres * Fees and Purchaso tee oes Cost F Number Acres Fees a echare Cost per 

Year approved approved comm, money cc al epproved appzemee eee practise are 
194 1 227 None $227 $1.00 1974 1 11 --- $4 $0.39 

1955 3 361 pe 361 eee 1935 --- rs si Bo ee 
1956 5 952 he? 952 1.00 1936 1 40 --- 40 1.00 
1957 7 560 560 1,00 1937 3 189 --- 189 1.00 
1958 8 1,594 1, 52k 1.00 1938 3 155 --- 155 1,00 

1959 n 1,987 1,987 1.00 1939 Se --- — --- --- 

1960 12 2,262 2,262 1.00 1940 --- nee --- ate waa 
1961 8 1,600 1,600 1,00 1941 1 80 cee 80 1,00 

1962 10 2,483 2,483 1.00 1942 <= --- --- a eee 
1963 9 1,710 1,703 1.00 1943 1 40 see 40 1.00 
1964 4 685 685 1.00 194 1 160 --- 160 1,00 

1965 3 479 530 1 1945 ale --- --- --- ae 
1966 10 1,881 1,882 1.00 1946 il 4o one LO 1,00 
1947 1 83 --- 83 1.00 

Total 137 22,502 $ 22,557 $1.00 wee Be (is < oe = 

1949 --- --- oe = a 

1950 at, see oe ahs ie 

1951 1 80 oe 80 1.00 

1952 eee one =: aot — 

1953 aie ae ae ae ee 
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Table Dll.--Washington: Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966--continued 


Se Ne al ae on eee a - a A ek eS, ae 
Total cost 


Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 


1955 4 157 --- $157 $1.00 
1956 es = cae ae ape 
1957 --- --- --- --- == 
1958 aL 80 --- 80 1.00 
1959 ut 160 --- 160 1,00 
1960 --- --- ~o= --- --- 
1961 1 120 $45 120 L537 
1962 eae ee Bun ae ae 
1963 ik 130 18 331 1.15 
after 
1963 Q 
Sn Ei te dea al a 
Total 20 Na alo $63 1,519 51.04 


Year 


1944 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 
1940 
1941 
1942 
1943 


Table D12.--Wyoming: 


Number 
approved 


Final entries approved under the Desert 
Land Act, 1934-1966 


Acres 
approved 


133 


Total cost 


Fees and 
comm. 


year 


Purchase 


money 


Cost per 


acre 


$1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 


1,00 


Table D12.-- : Final entries approved under the Desert 
Desert Land Act,1934-1966--contimued 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1954 --- --- None --- --- 
in 
_ 1955 5 461 any $461 $1.00 
year 
1956 15 3,083 3,083 1.00 
1957 18 2,370 2,369 1.00 
1958 10 1,001 959 295 
1959 10 1,229 1,229 1,00 
1960 18 3,516 3,516 1,00 
1961 --- --- --- --- 
1962 26 6,450 6,450 1,00 
1963 29 7,2 (ae 1.00 
1964 14 3,299 3,299 1,00 
1965 7 1,363 1,363 1.00 
1966 10 2,460 2,460 1,00 
Total 243 45,136 $45,176 $1.00 
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APPENDIX E 


Final Entries Approved under Public Auction Sales in the 
17 Contiguous Western States (None in Texas), 


1934-1966 
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Table El.--Arizona: Final entries approved under public auction 
Table El.--Arizona: Final entries approved under public auction galas 1038-1066--contimed 


sales, 1934-1966 


Total cost Number Acres forma picket Cost per 
te Aacraed innate ee seiner haha Year approved - approved comm, money acre 
wrt 1961 4 391 ad $24,481 $63.00 
aie 0 1962 3 720 $10 . 720 1,01 
“pe : oe nan sows fsa 1963 9 1,360 =— 115,130 84, 50 
1945 > 320 ee 1,840 1:74 1964 27 2,706 --- 105,050 38.80 
roe aS Sait xt ca fe 1965 10 640 --- 32,200~ 5. 5 OF 
“a ‘ re aie a 398 1966 6 881 --- 28,395 3.22 
1948 2 870 --- 1,485 1.70 Total 535 94, 505 $10 $1,358,010 $14.37 
1949 8 “8726 --- 6,756 9.34 : 
1950 27 5,331 aoe. aay 2.86 - 
1951 2 9,769 pee 12,295 1.26 a 
1952 2k 1,965 --- 7,867 4,00 é 
1953 26 54098 — 23,589 4465 es 
1954 24 5,227 --- 20,222 3.63 
1955 29 3,644 --- 20 ,830 See 
1956 53 11,509 oe 53,865 4.67 
1957 Ta 6,779 a2) \eoreiy 17.75 
1958 62 15,202 2 275,519 18,15 
1959 97 12,822 y eee 272,156 21.22 of 
1960 42 7,641 --- 216,757 28.40 
Sources follow Table Al in Appendix A. ; roe F 
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Table E2.--California: 
sales ,1934-1966 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre 
eaten 0 

1943 

1944, 25 2,832 --- $9,898 $2.50 
1945 17 1,565 --- 3 Se 2.50 
1946 20 2,682 --- 10,125 3.76 
1947 15 1,764 --- 4,165 2.36 
1948 38 4,031 --- 13,814 3.43 
1949 102 11,597 --- 46 ,086 4,00 
1950 122 18,296 --- 72,227 3.95 
1951 80 12,528 --- 43,115 3.45 
1952 93 14,157 --- 66,358 4,70 
1953 100 16,197 --- 84,123 5.20 
1954 78 14,085 --- 76,253 5.40 
1955 70 14,169 --- 70 ,180 4,95 
1956 65 11, 044 --- 101,638 9.20 
1957 133 17,247 =< 157,335 9.13 
1958 68 11,189 --- 176 ,176 15.80 
1959 90 15,160 --- 246,574 16,30 
1960 62 9,931 --- 244,752 23.80 
1961 64 7,063 --- 299,270 42,50 


Final entries approved under public auction 
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Table E2.--California: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 


—$—$— 


Total cost 


Number Acres ‘Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
BRT Se na ers A aa eee a Se i 
1962 47 8,555 --- $178 ,630 $20,80 
1963 89 6,054 ca 398 ,707 65.70 
1964 101 8,649 non 327 ,009 37.80 
1965 47 2,723 $100 317,040 116,50 
1966 51 4,010 200 214,909 54,00 
Se ee FR ghee Ne ee 
Total 1,577 215,508 $300 $3,052,228 $14,16 


En 
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Table E3.--Colorado: 


__. fotal-cost = 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre 
eles 0 
1943 
1944 10 700 --= $1,393 $2.00 
1945 15 1,017 aS 2,740 2.70 
1946 12 938 --- 2,499 2.66 
1947 4 200 --- S41 2.70 
1948 26 1,825 --- 5,570 3.06 
1949 19 1,543 --- 5,483 3.56 
1950 26 2,072 --- 8,716 4,20 
1951 68 8,415 --- 34,742 4,12 
1952 153 22,561 --- 4,273 4,20 
1953 74 9,126 --- 44,612 4,87 
1954 70 5,895 as 39,297 6.70 
1955 107 14,896 --- 84,099 5.05 
1956 144 17,831 --- 106,131 5295 
2957 58 9,256 aoe 79,371 8,60 
1958 39 6,310 Go 71,495 11,30 
1959 46 50745 es 721,035 12,50 
1960 281 29,851 --- 193,111 15.50 
1961 74 11,704 — 103,001 8.90 
140 


Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966 


Table E3.--Colorado: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--continued 


Sn ee LE ee 
Total cost 


Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
pn 
1962 179 22,730 --- $192,910 $8, 50 
1963 102 10,417 --- 95,431 9.15 
1964 27 3,230 --- 39,043 12.10 
1965 31 4,528 --- 65,132 14.40 
1966 32 4,401 $225 73, 846 16,80 
a See eee 
Total 1,587 195,191 $225 $1,414,471 $7.25 


Se er SE a a aa Ye ee We 
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Table E4,--Idaho: 


at fotal costa 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 
through 0 
1943 
1944 9 See) None $1,401 $3.58 
1945 a 220 Gee 717 3.26 
year 
1946 --- nee --- --- 
1947 --- --- --- --- 
1948 3 231 1,000 4 
1949 10 480 2,525 5.25 
1950 Ww 2,274 9,675 4,25 
1951 50 51575 25,868 4,65 
1952 60 8,804 4 017 5.03 
1953 Sad 5 46 33,649 6.20 
1954 61 8,705 49,302 5,65 
1955 82 11,776 83,658 7210 
1956 53 7179 50,471 7.00 
1957 99 9,247 71.967 7.80 
1958 7 9,530 83,680 8.80 
1959 60 8,385 62,244 745 
1960 50 55277 52,490 9.95 
1961 33 2,763 33,493 Zoe 


Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966 
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Table E4,-eIdghe: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1962 49 4,171 None $59,579 $14.30 
in 
1963 33 3,530 any 46,948 13.30 
year 
1964 30 2 496 37,641 14.70 
1965 60 9,199 167,250 18,30 
1966 78 9,584 197,509 =a 
Total 960 115,265 $1,115,084 $9.67 
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Table E£6.--Montana: Final entries approved under public auction 


Table E5.--Kansas: Final entries eproyed under public auction les, 1934-1966 
sales, - 


sales, 1934-196 


Total cost 
—___Total cust Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Year approved approved comm. money acre 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 
Sioolts 0 gates : 
& 1 
1943 ‘ 
1 2,038 092 Le 
r, i -d mn ne See glu 30 3 None $ 3.927 $1.94 
in 194 4 2,502 1324 2.92 
1945 uk 40 any 120 3,00 z : a vact ee 
year , ; ; 
1946 ont set = ee 1946 28 pizile? 5,068 2.32 
1 
1947 1 16 19% 2 Ee fo, sane 0 
1 
1948 --- --- --- --- ng 
1 82 +70 0 , 516 . 
1949 1 40 200 5.00 950 7,709 30, 51 3.96 
BA 16 17,68 66 26 
1950 8 311 2,847 9.25 mes 2 Sts hd: 2 
1 2,88 ; Ze 
1951 4 162 791 4,90 952 3% 7 7,386 56 
1 64 6, 6 . 
1952 5 70 981 14.00 953 723 36,631 5-90 
1 a 29,926 143,850 4,80 
TEES: 2 24 519 21,60 a7 a Aes Mie 
av nt 23,974 103,8 4, 
1954 7 160 720 4, 50 955 37 3,97 3,839 Ob, 
19 aT 20 , 746 102,269 4,95 
1955 6 54 4,129 7.63 “a Z 
1 101 Zepk »430 4,30 
ih: ig ne i a 957 39 95543 3 
8, , 6,10 
1957 1 27 raids) 10,10 ares a le HTH 
1959 64 16,382 68,670 4,20 
after 
1958 0 1960 39 4 487 45,401 10.35 
1961 45 6,767 60,767 9.13 
Total 32 1,395 $10 , B44 $7.77 
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Table E6,--Montana: Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966-~contdrmed Table E7.--Nebraska: Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966 


Se a Ee eR ee Ae fr 
Total cost 


Year Repaired sales Gale: ae ee Number lense eed forchesal chet per 

sh ent macnn Sep ns Year approved approved comm, money acre 

1% 62 6,631 Yone $46,476 $7.00 eer 

pee oman bt00 18, 41 any 105,126 5.75 faeces i 

ts 63 9,901 are 77,780 12.70 . : 

1985 és en A a 194 1 40 lone $100 $2.50 

1966 22 6,112 735754 12,01 He : = year is Re 

epeererion ee eeree LA ek eae tle ee = 

Total 1,45 227,697 $1,238,379 $5.4 1947 s 156 470 3.00 

PL. 1948 ass pee = aos 
1949 aa ase --- --- 
1950 39 4,950 25,488 5.15 
1951 2 65 7 ple 
1952 6 760 19 +25 
1953 21 2,166 16,146 7.50 
1954 52 . 2,766 21,235 7.70 
1955 27 2,228 11,730 5.30 
1956 4 200 2,397 8.35 
1957 10 667 5,784 8.70 
1958 1 40 360 9.00 
1959 5 402 3,812 9.75 
1960 sets ee aoe ane 
1961 2 80 1,760 22.00 
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Table E7.--Nebraska: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--continued 


a a AT a dE i a rt 
Total cost 


Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. _ money acre 
1962 
through 0 
1964 
1965 1 4O None $900 $22.50 
in 
1966 = — any a oe 
year 
Total 178 14,799 $90 ,918 $6.14 
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Table E8.--Nevada: Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966 


——___Total cost __ 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase 
Year approved approved comm. money 
1934 
through 0 
1944 
1945 1 161 --- $201 
1946 --- --- --- --- 
1947 3 156 ee 470 
1948 --- --- --- --- 
1949 --- --- --- --- 
1950 6 1,040 --- 4,324 
1951 3 240 wee 640 
1952 22 5,034 === 11,537 
1953 18 2,890 --- 6,862 
1954 B 560 oe 1,240 
1955 aes Se Se aS 
1956 2 320 aes 2,160 
1957 2 320 --- 2,160 
1958 17 51329 $5 19,581 
1959 146 6,355 --- 135,373 
1960 6 1,387 --- 8,370 
1961 5 1,030 == ee) 
1962 28 71933 a 122,535 
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Cost per 
acre 


> 


Table E8.--Nevada: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 
sa ee eee Sau 
Total cost 


Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
re 
1963 18 Siu = $58,365 $12.80 
1964 255 = 5,802 --- 152,822 26.40 
1965 28 7,200 Sines 225,765 31.25 
1966 22 4,955 a2 290,151 58.50 
Total 357 351250. $5 $1,052,311 $19,04 
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Table E9.--New biexico: Final entries approved under puniic auction 


sales, 1934-1966 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase 
Year approved approved comm, money 
+7} 
‘through 0 
1941 
1942 1 199 mag 3199 
1943 --- --- --- --- 
1944 14 1,074 --- 2,475 
1945 8 604 --- 2,863 
1946 4 377 = 1,162 
1947 Zz 720 --- 1,664 
1948 --- --- --- ane 
1ghg --- wee --- --- 
1950 a nel --- 324 
1951 5h 11,184 --- 33 , 296 
1952 7 1,703 aa 9,015 
1953 23 3,281 --- 14,824 
1954 29 36474 oe 18,285 
1955 37 15,004 Se 59,788 
1956 32 6,192 --- 25,111 
1957 51 13,918 --- 119,894 
1958 21 el gene 38,418 
1959 33 9,499 eke 66,304 
1960 51 | 19,271 --- 121,050 


LOE 


“Cost per 
acre 


Table E9.--New Mexico: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 


EEE EEE EE ean 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre 
ee ee 
1961 56 28,524 --- $183,645 $6.45 
1962 82 23,746 --- 232,726 9.83 
1963 61 12,123 --- 134,070 11.05 
1964 25 5,802 --- 152,822 26.38 
1965 96 25,427 --- 327 ,607 12.9 
1966 136 37,103 $475 431,967 11.68 
(lS a et 
Total 824 226,402 $475 $1,977,509 $ 8.74 


Table E10.--North Dakota: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 

through 0 

1943 

1944 3 239 None $329 $1,37 

in 
1945 3 200 any 519 2.60 
year | 

1946 1 m5 116 7.74 
1947 

through 0 

1949 

1950 12 627 2,412 3,84 
1951 UG 741 4,057 5.46 
1952 72 61 50 82 
1953 6 271 1,462 5.40 
1954 25 1,387 7,159 5.15 
1955 16 1,087 6,022 Sere 
1956 19 1,598 8,073 5.06 
1950 4 179 588 3.28 
1958 5 719 3,405 4,80 
1959 6 419 3,897 9.31 
1960 6 520 6,144 11.80 
1961 5 221 2,407 10.95 
1962 ho 238 SAE: 


LSs 


oe whe re 


Table E10.--North Dakota: Final entries approved under public suction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 


ee ee eee 
Total cost 


Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre 
[one eon te 
1963 2 80 None $700 $8.78 
in 
1964 1 4O any 86 2el5 
year 
1965 5 171 5,390 3.14 
1966 --- --- --- --- 
ee ee eee eee aS SS 
Total 136 8,615 $53,054 $6.16 
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Table E11.--Oklahoma: 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1934 
through 0 
19444 
1945 9 614 None $2,343 $3.81 

in 
1946 --- --- any --- --- 
: year 
1947 1 LO 60 150 
1948 --- --- --- --- 
1949 --- --- --- --- 
1950 1 123 7 06 
1951 a 156 6 305 
1952 ff 287 1,738 6,05 
1953 12 600 51307 8.35 
1954 
through 0 
1956 
1957 6 456 3,642 8,00 
1958 28 964 15,314 a9 
1959 40 2,433 52,541 21.60 
1960 4 115 2,652 23.00 
1961 205 2,125 41,256 19.40 
1962 15 776 7,852 10,15 
2 2 65 32.50 
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Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966 


Table El1l.--Oklahoma: Final entries approved under public auction Table E12.--Oregon: Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966--contimed sales, 1934-1966 
Total cost . Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 

Year approved approved comm. money acre Year approved approved comm. money acre 

1964 43 1,702 None $55,890 $32.80 1934 

1965 ae at 498 ee 8,225 16.60 . Hees : 

1966 129 7513 on 146 ,182 19.45 1944, 2 95 oan $189 $2.00 

Total 514 18,404 $343,080 $1.86 po , a re fee ee 
1946 6 269 --- 752 3.58 
1947 3 167 --- 626 3.74 
1948 cee o— ae = --- 
1949 --- --- --- --- --- 
1950 23 2,477 --- 7,811 3.18 
1951 ) 23 3.454 --- 15,485 4,50 
1952 13 1,603 --- VAY ES) 4,85 
1953 14 2,215 --- 8,006 3.62 
1954 51 a Ws ey, --- 45,812 4,06 
1955 47 15,320 --- 113,252 741 
1956 32 11,866 --- 51,805 4,38 
1957 52 20,166 --- 125,769 63 
1958 38 9,802 --- 110,705 8.90 
1959 15 2,488 --- 12,256 4.92 
1960 3 674 --- 21,505 3.20 
1961 3 268 $50 940 3.70 
1962 i 760 --- 6,080 12.50 
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Table El2.--Oregon: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--continued 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre 
a ee a 
1963 20 3.937 ea $33,721 $8.59 
1964 13 1,972 --- 3,361 are 
1965 16 2,956 soe 52,287 17.75 
1966 6 560 $25 W521 61.50 
rr a a ee ee ee 
Total 382 92,350 $75 $652,746 $7.07 


—_—.?}? }}?}].[T[[[[[———————— 


158 


Table E13.--South Dakota: Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966 


——___Total cost __ 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase 
Year approved approved comm. money 
1934 
through 0 
1943 
1944 4 240 None $572 

; in 
1945 1 177 any 221 
year 

1946 
through 0 
1949 
1950 14 1,224 4,326 
1951 14 2,309 6,617 
1952 19 1,234 4,609 
1953 37 3,099 12,973 
1954 37 3,382 15,689 
1955 ered? 2,468 9,167 
1956 65 15,222 61,883 
1957 8 1,099 7,078 
1958 a bh 1,515 10 ,836 
1959 10 916 5,498 
1960 5 3 ; 3,494 
1961 7 719 7,916 
1962 2 151 1,483 
1963 15 1,637 13,340 
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Cost per 
acre 


$2.39 
1.25 


3-53 
2.86 
3.74 
4,20 
4.65 
3.60 
4,05 
6.45 
7.15 
6.00 
6.45 
9.05 
9.80 
8.15 


Table E13.--South Dakota: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 


a 


pe otal cesta 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
ee ee 
1964 4 360 None $3,921 $10.90 
in 
1965 3 1,880 any 24,640 13.10 
year 
1966 ane en A ne 
a "ee 
Total 273 38,175 194,263 $5.09 


a nn EEE EERE 
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Table El4,--Utah: Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees and Purchase 
Year approved approved comm. money 
1934 
through 0 
1949 
1950 7 ees None $13,001 
1951 40 11,397 aie 40 ,032 
year 

1952 38 9,992 38,401 
1953 37 8,680 34 389 
1954 69 15,336 "515137 
1955 aly 26 ,276 101,003 
1956 64 18 ,867 63,139 
1957 41 8,261 34,023 
1958 28 4,278 19,693 
1959 29 7,125 43,197 
1960 u 1,316 4,850 
1961 13 1,396 8,848 
1962 12 2,292 9,933 
1963 37 5346 4a 462 
1964 nD 2,233 24,240 
1965 DS 6,223 67,351 
1966 26 4,694 55,007 

Total 635 137,062 $ 652,706 
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Cost per 
acre 


$3.90 
3.51 
3.84 
3.95 
3.00 
3.84 
3.34 
4,13 
4,60 
6.07 
3.96 
6.32 
4,33 
8.31 
11.00 
10.80 
11.75 


$4.76 


Table E15.--Washington: 


Total cost 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
Year approved approved comm, money acre 
ioae 0 
1943 
1944 5 1,040 --- $2,920 $2.80 
1945 10 855 --- 2,529 3.00 
1946 n 1,509 --- 2,701 1.80 
1947 5 123 --- 815 6.65 
1948 <= ae oe — =e 
1949 --- --- --- --- --- 
1950 21 3,372 aaa 10,357 3.10 
1951 19 3,751 ere 17,683 4,70 
1952 13 3,228 --- 13,362 4,15 
1953 20 2,709 --- 10 ,894 4,00 
1954 6 674, $130 35 .24 
1955 31 9,104 --- 58,479 5.54 
1956 8 3,149 --- 15,095 4,80 
1957 30 16,997 “== 72 434 4,25 
1958 27 7,820 --- 40,001 5.10 
1959 49 11,731 --- 98 ,403 8.40 
1960 22 1,963 eae 65,598 3.35 
1961 12 61 --- 255 4,23 


Fingl entries approved under public auction 
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sales, 1934-1966 


Table E15.--Washington: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 


____ Total cost __ 

Number Acres Fees and Purchase Cost per 
~ Year approved approved comm, money acre 
1962 22 4,150 --- $42,135 $10.10 
1963 m 1 en 3,450 20,80 
1964 4 316 --- 3,663 11,60 
1965 4 119 --- 31,038 26,10 
1966 a 120 --- 3,100 25.80 
Total 324 72,958 $130 $486 ,947 $ 6.68 
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Table E16.--Vlyoming: 


1947 


1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 
1954 
1955 
1956 
1957 
1958 
1959 
1960 


Number 


approved 


Final entries approved under public auction 


sales, 1934-1966 


Total cost 
Acres Fees and Purchase 
approved comm. money 
520 None $520 
in 
year 
1,308 3,147 
3,549 7475 
943 1,743 
1,632 4,037 
3,376 12,736 
Shape 17,683 
7,625 30 ,186 
6,784 43,916 
11,232 63,902 
5,654 27,413 
4,959 42,264 
spe! 27,465 
51279 35,981 
8,459 93,420 
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Cost per 


acre 


Table E16.--Wyoming: Final entries approved under public auction 
sales, 1934-1966--contimed 


Total cost 
Number Acres Fees se Cost per 
Year approved approved comm. money acre 
1961 15 1,958 None $24,911 $12.73 
in 
1962 Uy 7,483 any 85,183 11.40 
year 
1963 32 6,497 66,498 10,30 
1964 53 9,817 106 , 566 10,85 
1965 40 5,158 80,728 15.62 
1966 24 4,661 63,545 13.58 
Total 707 111,015 $916,131 $8.25 
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a Gar aly? 2 . i 
‘Issued under Various Acts in the 
; 17 Contiguous Western States (None 
; 7 ae : . F 


‘ -ble 2,--California: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Table F 1.--Arizona: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


sed Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange 
Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange oi ee ede ppc: eae aoe even pees des 
Year Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 
issued issued issued issued issued issued issued issued a = Sa aia SS 
50 44 4, 687 24 4, 360 132 19, 047 13 12, 476 
1950 A 630 4 479 24 4, 768 95 164, 597 31 86 10, 048 51 9,245 88 14, 388 9 1, 976 
TOS] 15 1, 614 5 560 26 8, 731 45 51, 116 32 53 5, 208 18 2, 806 Rae 11, 219 12 15, 180 
1952 TBsce 2,149 6 1/18) 20 2, 438 24 27,154 33 21 2, 355 14 1, 985 131 23, 042 20 7, 747 
1953 16 1,714 15 3, 205 53 5, 496 24 45, 903 | ol 21 2, 306 25 3, 038 78 10, 215 11 39, 478 
1954 17 2,527 5 680 25 5, 386 22 53, 990 35 9 981 19 2,759 67 " 597 15 9, 560 
1955 14 1, 794 3 888 31 4, 033 --- --= 36 3 230 23 3, 362 68 12, 632 13 2, 698 
1956 17 2, 855 aye 1, 250 50 12, 192 ==5 ete i7 1 160 8 558 141 18, 981 10 2, 574 
1957 14 1, 969 11 2, 804 48 7, 986 26 15, 399 58 2 240 33 5, 078 66 11, 658 10 5, 371 
1958 3 460 22 6, 029 60 15, 379 sy 6, 107 59 7 788 13 1, 399 97 14, 825 6 8, 271 
195 8 939 33 9, 667 95 15, 939 23 25, 274 30 i 522 15 3,481 68 10, 919 4 1,127 
1960 1 160 21 5,471 59 10, 108 10 61,914 ° 31 6 807 23 3, 016 65 7, 305 12 7, 919 
1961 2 206 11 2, 958 4 535 10 11, 503 32 7 893 5 596 74 12,616 19 25, 414 
1962 3 480 8 2, 310 2 716 5 6, 214 33 3 353 37 6, 399 81 5, 388 11 15, 369 
1963 1 152 3 952 9 1, 360 10 2,271 34 5 330 17 3, 141 106 8, 402 22 7, 945 
1964 ane 5 ane --- 25 2, 706 12 8, 843 35 3 200 8 1, 647 119 9, 918 35 6, 110 
1965 --- --- 1 320 12 690 21 15, 265 36 1 160 3 520 50 4, 005 21 25, 506 
1966 rae men ae ee 6 881 14 2,768 SE Sh rane rina aay HS aaa mri 
‘otal ~=- 279 30, 268 336 53, 390 1,508 211,157 248 194, 721 
Total 130 17, 649 157 38, 704 549 99, 344 358 498, 318 | 
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Sources follow table Al in Appendix A. ane 


» Table 3.--Colorado: 


Homestead Acts 
Year Number 


issued 

1950 fh) 
1951 27 
1952 7 
1953 14 
1954 14 
1955 14 
1956 8 
1957 io 
1958 9 
1959 2 
1960 4 
1961 6 
1962 5 
1963 5 
1964 1 
1965 --- 
1966 1 

Total 149 


Acres 
issued 
1, 356 
3, 866 
467 
2,576 
2, 338 
2, 242 
1, 240 
2,159 
1,761 
1, 484 
859 
1,174 
666 


751 


23, 219 


Desert Land 
Number 
issued 


20 


Acres Number 


issued issued 
--- 25 
--- 59 
--- 111 
--- 126 
160 77 
--- 95 
120 126 
239 87 
721 40 
1, 481 59 
= 287 
70 78 
680 176 
69 96 
--- 28 
--- 31 
--- 32 


3, 540 1, 533 
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Public Auction 


Acres 

issued 
1, 861 
7, 449 
14, 728 
17, 154 
6, 284 


13, 879 


192, 365 


Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Exchange 
Number Acres 
issued issued 

15 4,718 
12 3, 562 
10 1, 789 
13 20, 653 
9 2, 461 
10 8, 511 
9 2, 643 
18 3, 523 
10 24, 746 
8 3, 155 
13 9, 737 
2 4, 847 
5 9,474 
1l 15, 369 

2 10, 066 

4 13, 149 

6 2, 381 

157 135, 784 


le F 4,--Idaho: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange 
x Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 

issued issued issued issued issued issued issued issued 
0 37 3, 592 6 783 34 2, 384 15 3, 049 
1 31 3, 338 13 1, 049 47 ‘5, 591 29 10, 706 
2 28 2,788 23 2, 642 40 5, 858 2 268 
3 22 2, 665 44 8, 337 47 7, 249 12 5, 539 
4 29 3, 534 42 5, 125 70 9, 577 28 7, 841 
5 47 5, 744 74 12,186 90 UHC 28 9,145 
6 42 5, 061 ia 13, 340 54 7, 259 23 5, 086 
7 97 11, 293 93 19, 277 102 9,769 39 8, 421 
8 54 6, 485 88 16, 825 73 10, 204 28 8, 600 
9 92 11, 671 104 22, 984 63 8, 570 24 7,910 
0 126) 9) it 24s ~83 18, 481 49 5, 306 8 1, 383 
1 125 18, 124 85 17, 892 31 2, 764 15 3, 027 
2 66 10, 059 75 18, 554 49 4, 251 12 2, 831 
3 46 6, 784 69 16, 174 32 3, 391 12 5,119 
4 10 1, 342 70 17, 022 60 9, 193 13 2, 799 
5 23 3, 298 71 16, 019 30 2, 496 9 3, 838 
6 11 1, 906 82 20, 714 78 9, 584 13 eerie 
otal 886 114,927 1,093 227, 394 949 117, 162 310 87, 439 
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Table F 5.--Kansas: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 
Yo ee ES ona Le 
Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange 


Year Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 
issued issued issued issued. issued issued issued issued 


ble F 6,--Montana: 


ar 


50 


“otal 


46 


94 


44 


32 


31 


52 


46 


48 


52 


48 


44 


42 


35 


29 


37 


11 


26 


(aut 


Homestead Acts 
Number 
issued 


Acres 
issued 


Number 
issued 


9 


Desert Land 


Acres 
issued 


7s 


Number 
issued 
93 
155 
48 
55 
183 
144 
121 


103 


1, 336 


Public Auction 


Acres 
issued 
7, 063 
17, 245 
4,414 
5, 088 
10, 204 
25, 095 
21,188 
21, 480 
10, 512 
17, 389 
5, 080 
6,905 
3, 468 
17, 587 
§, 109 
Mieeoe 


6,111 


198, 545 


Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Exchange 


Number 
issued 


127 


Acres 
issued 


9,119 
687 

1, 139 
78 

5, 641 
3, 625 
11, 699 
9, 375 
24, 746 


168, 692 


267, 399 


Table F 7.--Nebraska: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange 
Year -Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Acres 
issued issued issued issued issued —~ issued issued 

1950 9 Os --- Som 50 5,413 uf 

. 1951 2 175 --- --- 70 5, 229 --- 
1952 5 570 --- --- 23 1, 459 --- 
1953 2 240 --- --- 10 564 280 
1954 8 920 --- --- 57 3, 978 --- 
1955 16 1, 750 --- --- 31 2, 329 --- 
1956 8 920 --- --- 3 120 Lys 

| 1957 19 1, 073 ~-- ~-- 6 420 hae 
1958 13 1, 340 --- --- 1 40 Boe 
1959 11 1, 100 --- --- 3 202 ase 
1960 --- --- --- —=— — oe — 
1961 12 1,161 --- --- 2 80 es 
1962 4 320 --- --- a as Ee 
1963 & 440 --- --- -- ae aoe 

1964 15 1, 408 Ae = ne ae =th 

| 1965 3 220 --- --- 1 40 = 
1966 8 600 --- --- ee eres =a 


Table F 8,--Nevada: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange 

fear Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 

issued - issued issued issued issued issued issued issued 
950 1 80 2 480 6 1, 040 30° 22, 477 

(951 --- --- 1 280 1 40 ie --- 
1952 2 225 il 160 11 2, 317 14° 16, 576 
1953 6 532 2 200 a 1,445 11 35, 960 
1954 3 117 -<- --- 2 200 $ 7, 142 
1955 4 507 1 157 1 154 6 7, 245 
1956 8 920 --- --- 3 120 11 5, 329 
1957 4 624 5 1, 336 6 937 15 ! 6, 218 
1958 9 . 783 13 2, 802 18 5, 194 14. 89, 710 
1959 13 1, 523 14 3,165 23 5, 810 18 11, 790 
1960 16 : 2,113 21 4, 572 6 1, 387 7 6, 579 
1961 16 2, 222 32 7, 906 5 1, 030 va 5, 188 
1962 10 2, 240 65 15, 248 26 7,933 15 14, 902 
1963 10 1, 326 79 20, 127 20 5102 13 18, 276 
1964 12 1,514 97 26, 570 26 5, 844 ee 31, 417 
1965 13 1, 428 121 34, 568 28 7, 200 10 13, 624 
1966 5 760 58 15, 154 22 4,955 28 42,514 
Total 132 16,914 512 132,725 215 50, 705 231 334, 947 
se 


Table F 10,--North Dakota: Patents issued und 
Table F 9.--New Mexico: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 er various acts, 1950-1966 


Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange Yeu ore eee Perea ters ee — exchenge 
Year Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres issued issued issued issued issued issued ihe aes 
issued issued issued issued issued issued issued issued ; 
1950 14 2, 989 1 160 5 960 11 12, 164 eae : te Saf. 50 5, 413 ie ye 
1951 2 387 --- — 47 9,250 14 38, 123 ek 7 es me 7 16 754 2 127 
1952 4 335 --- --- 13 3, 434 20 107, 413 Race a. ria i= 5 168 2 337 
1953 6! 398 --- 26 5, 447 4 8, 250 gras ~ . tar p 9 543 5 2, 168 
‘ig tho --- ane 28 2, 753 8 12, 419 chi ve rar -- 20 <2 taals 2 502 
1 635 1 157 38 15, 767 6 11, 478 Hoe pit oT ree i= 20 999 3 632 
, 1956 2 139 u 160 25 4,935 q 33, 981 BOS ie “hk oa tee 17 1, 454 Sore ves. 
1957 5 560 2 350 59 15, 087 1 1, 858 Ren a si. ae a 6 299 2 120 
y* ~=-1958 2 326 1 39 22 7,197 5 13, 005 1958 ae 7 nar --- 4 396 ae ae 
“ 
Sy 1959 5 411 33 9, 619 13-148, 719 pene : ott "GS. ES 5 230 --- = 
Wr 1960 8 2, 005 50 20, 854 1 1, 280 sa a a i a0 3 er uit 44. 
1961 5 690 48 23,728 1 987 1961 1 154 Pats ear 3 101 5 Aa 
1962 4 713 8 1, 170 83 23,910 8 B2, 658 pave 2 240 ar poe 1 40 ses Lh 
1963 2 240 4 7163 54 12, 366 10 35, 200 1968 To aor oe <a 1 80 ao are S 
ihc. 0h 1964 1 160 9 1, 360 45 21, 986 19 $26, 739 aes a hs ar pes 1 40 --- --+ 
| 1965 1} 160 ule 2, 243 96 25,427 12 78, 258 had. : 189 <— ie 5 171 =— ion 
“1966 Py 160 18 1,962 1386 37,103 20 230, 850 aes ae me. a ahd ei il “e 
/ ‘ i a ie TS ee ERT ER EN TMP ey oe 
‘Total 191 11,577.71 11, 470 807 238,863 166 905,629 ? i aeRO Soviet are ace 169 12, 420 16-3, 886 


176 


Table F 11.--Oklahoma: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Homestead Acts 


Desert Land 


Public Auction 


Year Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 
issued issued issued ‘issued issued issued 
1950 --- --- --- --- 16 1, 067 
1951 2 279 --- --- 29 1, 221 
1952 --- --- --- --- 9 367 
1953 1 69 --- --- 13 739 
1954 1 37 --- --- --- --- 
1955 --- --- --- --- 1 77 
1956 --- -e- --- --- --- --- 
1957 —_ a = Se 5 432 
1958 1 147 --- --- 10 489 
1959 --- --- --- --- --- --- 
1960 --- --- --- --- al 80 
1961 --- --- --- --- --- --- 
1962 ib 156 --- --- 5 557 
1963 --- --- --- --- --- --- 
1964 --- --- --- aa- nae --- 
1965 -=- --- --- --- 11 498 
1966 --- --- --- --- 125 7, 513 
Total 6 688 --- --- 229 13, 0-40 
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Se ee te 


ble F 12.--Oregon: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction 
2ar Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 


issued issued issued issued issued issued 
150 10 697 3 200 17 1, 201 
151 | 14 1, 015 2 30 25 3, 612 
52 7 335 1 10 16 2,164 
153 5 800 3 514 15 2, 056 
)54 1 91 --- --- 46 10, 705 
55 2 80 1 80 60 18, 450 
)56 6 490 5 450 29 11, 682 
57 5 599 2 270 56 20, 287 
358 1 275 9 956 41 10, 197 
359 2 ~ 200 4 433 14 2, 248 
360 2 99 .~ 4 429 4 894 
361 2 48 9 1, 400 3 690 
362 4 431 8 1, 720 1 760 
363 2 170 9 1, 887 16 3, 337 
964 --- --- 4 a 2k 6 1, 007 
965 3 100 2 200 13 2,957 
966 1 40 2 156 6 560 
Total 67 5, 476 68 8, 735 368 92, 807 
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Exchange 


Number 
issued 


26 


362 


Acres 
issued 


Table F 13.--South Dakota: 


Year 


1950 


1951 


1952 


1953 


1954 


1955 


1956 


1957 


1958 


1959 


1960 


1961 


1962 


1963 


1964 


1965 


1966 


Total 


Homestead Acts 
Number 
issued 


64 


Patents issued under various acts,1950-1966 


‘able F 14,--Utah: 


Desert Land Public Auction Exchange 
Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 
issued issued issued issued issued issued issued 
200 -- --- Wy 1, 462 --- wee 
239 -- --- 12 2,430 il 280 
--- -- --- 24 1, 554 it 160 
303 -- --- 34 2,753 2 355 
480 -- --- 36 3, 822 1 47 
1, 279 -- --- 17 2,745 3 311 
940 -- --- 62 15, 042 2 297 
poses =e --- 8 1, 099 1 51 
320 -- --- 10 1,475 --- --- 
120 -- --- 8 596 1 40 
a = --- 5 543 2 680 
589 a ee 6 701 1 10 
400 == === 2 151 2 147 
1, 159 -- --- 15 1, 637 il 207 
160 -- --- 4 360 4 444 
--- -- --- 3 1, 880 | 7 
2, 324 -- --- --- --- --- --- 
8, 513 -- --- 263 44, 835 23 3, 036 
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Homestead Acts 
‘ear Number 


issued 
950 7 
951 6 
952 G 
953 13 
954 22 
955 i) 
956 25 
957 32 
958 15 
959 18 
960 13 
961 14 
962 2 
1963 12 
1964 11 
1965 6 
L966 5 
Total 213 


Acres 
issued 


1, 800 


100 


Desert Land 
Number 
issued 


Acres 
issued 
160 
257 
120 
40 
267 
321 
832 

- 1, 040 
1,471 
2, 066 
2,259 
1, 803 
2,163 
1,710 
684 
479 


1, 881 
17, 553 
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Number 
issued 


109 


670 


Public Auction 


Acres 

issued 
1, 462 
10, 748 
9, 625 
8, 509 
16, 368 
23, 028 
22, 296 
10, 445 
6, 489 
6, 892 
2, 003 
1, 265 
2, 369 
5, 186 
2, 233 
6, 045 


4, 694 


139, 658 


Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Exchange 
Number Acres 
issued issued 

27 12, 630 
oe 10, 681 
16 23, 094 
23 9,125 
25 29, 213 
18 7, 720 
33 42, 290 
44 43, 628 
18 12, 894 
13 6,177 
5 5, 256 
1 80 
6 1, 885 
3 21295 
10 11, 048 
19 35, 731 
5 34, 439 
298 288, 286 


ee ae 7 


Table F 15.--Washington: Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


re Seal ee 2 We 
carer ee ates Bree, Ieee 


* Homestead Acts Desert Land Public Auction Exchange 
eet Ead ACTS” —— None Auction = A CNANRC 
ear Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 
issued issued issued issued issued issued issued issued 
1950 11 752 --- --- 25 5, 633 
1951 
i 3 202 --- --- 22 3, 952 2 254 
1952 5 
5} 411 --- --- 15 3, 268 i 36 
1953 
4 402 --- --- 6 1, 680 1 2,456 
1954 11 1, 083 --- --- 7 1, 436 1 40 
1955 5 348 --- --- 31 9,104 --- --- 
1956 2 160 --- --- 29 18, 036 --- --- 
1957 --- --- 
--- --- 12 3, 732 a 66 
1958 2 257 1 80 34 9,783 al 80 
1959 
1 160 --- --- 48 11, 051 3 Bris 
1960 2 200 --- --- 22 1, 963 
1961 6 713 1 120 11 Sore --- --- 
1962 --- --- 
--- --- 24 6, 090 2 95 
1963 4 560 a 130 3 167 --- 
1964 
2 320 --- --- 4 316 1 9,285 
1965 5 
1 159 --- --- 5 255 2 5, 478 
1966 --- --- 
--- --- af 120 2 5, 894 
To 
tal 59 5,727 3 330 293 79, 797 ily Cee Be 


Table F 16,--Wyoming: 


Patents issued under various acts, 1950-1966 


Homestead Acts  __Desert Land _Public Auction __Exchange __ 
Year Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres Number Acres 
issued issued issued issued issued issued issued issued 
1950 40 5, 921 1 198 27 2, 781 5 5, 010 
1951 54 7, 769 3 186 23 2, 804 *e 3, 504 
1952 80 10, 944 2 120 29 4, 846 5 13, 606 
1953 92 12,909 4 253 54 8, 329 3 2, 688 
1954 61 8, 188 1 12 66 8, 878 6 760 
1955 17 1,914 4 352 38 8, 331 8 2,221 
1956 29 4, 456 8 1,524 22 3, 588 4 1,114 
1957 20 2, 376 25 3, 211 38 6, 216 14 3,731 
1958 2 240 9 957 37 Oo ie 4,726 
1959 6 896 8 874 48 6, 053 8 4,104 
1960 22 2, 614 18 3, 516 60 7, 636 5 792 
1961 25 3, 993 18 3, 867 16 2, 758 7 1, 605 
1962 3 211 24 6, 090 43 7, 395 3 418 
1963 4 511 29 6, 840 30 6, 302 9 4,579 
1964 5 520 14 3, 217 54 9, 817 3 931 
1965 5 428 8 1, 411 39 5, 110 3 2,401 
1966 3 220 10 2, 460 22 4,144 6 1, 673 
Total 468 64, 110 186 34, 728 646 101779 110 53, 863 
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES AND DISPOSITION EXPERIENCE OF 


INTENSIVE AGRICULTURE ENTRIES ON PUBLIC LANDS 
Roy A. Bodin 


PART A. ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES 


I. INTRODUCTION 


The Problem: Do the Public Land Laws Provide an Efficient Procedure 


Agriculture? 


In recent years there has been a growing awareness among admin- 
istrators of public land laws and other informed persons that these 
laws are failing to attain their intended objectives and that they are 
extremely cumbersome to administer. Writing in 1963 about the Home- 
stead, Desert Land and Pittman Acts, Dr. Irving Senzel, Chief, 
Division of Lands and Recreation, Bureau of Land Management declared: 
"These land laws were written to encourage the agricultural develop- 
ment of vast areas of the West and especially with the Homestead Act 
of 1862, they once served admirable purposes. Now however, there are 
many reasons to believe the laws are obsolete. Research in the public 
land law field has been long neglected, As a result, much of what is 
generally ‘known' about them is more myth than fact. Employees of 
the Bureau of Land Management working with these laws are acutely { 
aware that they are not operating in the manner popularly assumed," 


One aspect of concern to both administrators and applicants has 
been the long interval between the time of application and final 


living Senzel, "New Facts About Our Agricultural Land Laws," 


reprint from Our Public Lands, quarterly magazine of the Bureau of 
Land Management, U,S, Department of the Interior. 


Roy A. Bodin, research consultant, was formerly head of the 
Cooperative State of Minnesota--U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Crop and Livestock Reporting Service. 
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disposition--whether by rejection, cancellation, relinquishment or, hope- 
fully, the issuance of a patent. Once entry has been granted, there are 
definite time and other requirements which become applicable to the claim- 
ant. If the applicant is diligent in fulfilling his obligations and if 
the administrators act promptly whenever administrative action is neces- 
sary, then it is possible to conclude a case successfully within the time 
probably envisioned by the authors of the laws and regulations. However, 
in actual practice many reasons for delay develop at different stages in 
the process of earning a patent. Each claim has its own characteristics, 
and is therefore apt to develop problems applicable only to itself. This 
feature creates serious administrative problems since it limits the pos- 
ibilities for standardizing procedures, including the decision making 
process for administrators. In short, cases are very individualistic and 
therein lies a major cause for the high administrative cost and the fre- 
quent and often long delays. 


The Current Study--Purpose and Scope 


The current study had among its objectives the review of available 
literature and the documentation and analysis of data from case files of 
the Bureau of Land Management to show the recent operation and admin- 
istration of present disposal laws, regulations and agency practices as 
related to intensive agriculture entries. Case files were randomly 
selected to be broadly representative of original and final entries and 
patents granted since 1950 under each major authority: the Homestead, the 
Desert Land and the Reclamation Homestead Acts. 


Homestead Act cases were classified into the two categories recog- 
nized by law, (1) ordinary and (2) enlarged types. Reclamation home- 
stead entries were separated also into two groups, (1) regular and (2) 
those involving "in liew" units. This was done because of the rather 
marked differences in requirements and records relating to each type. 
For "in lieu" units the files tend not to include the detailed records 
pertaining to the original units,that is, records of actions taken after 
filing of application for the units relinquished or exchanged. For this 
reason the total time lapse and the interval between actions are quite 
different for "in lieu" cases than for regular reclamation claims, 
Additional details on procedures used in the study, including selection 
of case files, are included in the Appendix, 


II. LAND APPLICATIONS--WHAT HAPPENS TO THEM? 


There is mich evidence in the records of the Bureau of Land 
Management to show the very slim chance that an applicant has of 
obtaining ownership or even permission to enter the land to attempt 
to earn a patent, Preliminary results of an effectiveness study by 
the Bureau of land Management of 25,000 applications received in the 
1950-1959 period in 11 Western States reveal some startling facts about 
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the possibility of having an application approved for entry. According 
to the study, the chances are small and getting smaller all the time ~ 
as the following figures show:* 


Type of application Percentage allowed .Percentage denied 
Homestead 14 86 
Desert Land 17 83 
Pittman Act za 89 


This information indicates that applicants under the Homestead 
and Desert Land Acts have roughly one chance out of six or seven of 
gaining entry for the purpose of earning a patent. The Pittman Act, 
applicable only to Nevada, has been repealed. 


If entry were allowed, what about the chance of getting a patent? 
The same study did not give an encouraging answer. In fact, for the 
homestead and desert land applicants who gained entry in the 11 
Western States, the chance of receiving a patent was quoted as only 


50-50. 


III, ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS 


Kinds of Actions 


The homestead laws and regulations specify certain mandatory 
actions which mst “be initiated by the claimant or the administrators. 
The sequence and time factor are also specified or implied. In 
addition, there are other actions that become applicable in some 
instances depending upon special circumstances peculiar to a partic- 
ular application. For discussion purposes the actions are classed 
in two categories: (1) regular, which are basic in all cases; and 
(2) supplementary, which are applicable only in certain circumstances. 
The major actions identified as regular are shown in the chronological 
order of implementation. 


Regular actions: 


1. Application, preparation and submission (by claimant) 


2. Entry, allowed or disapproved (by administrator) 


cunsal, "New Facts." 
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3. Establishment of residence (Af required of claimant) 
4, Intentions to make proof:(filed by >laimant* 


5. Notice for publication of intentions to make proof 
(by administrator) 


6. Affidavit of publication of intentions to make proof 
(by publisher) 


7. Submission of annual, final and supplemental reclamation 
proof as required (by entryman) 


8, Certificate of compliance (by administrator) 
9. Issuance of patent (by administrator) 


Supplementary actions: 


1. Geological survey reports on mineral, gas and water 
reserves 


2. Time extensions 

3. Suspensions and rejections of application, entry or proof 
4, Assignments 

5. Amendment of entry 

6. Mineral waiver 

7. Appeal 

8. Cancellation of entry 

9. Other, including legal disputes over water rights, leases 


and similar matters 


This long list of actions referred to as "regular" and "supple- 
mentary” tends to stress the large number of opportunities for problems 
and delays to develop during the processing procedure, These actions 
are closely related to the high administrative costs, delays in 
processing applications, and the long time lapse from date of applica- 
tion to final disposition by rejection, cancellation of entry, relin- 
quishment, or the issuance of a patent. ; 


Frequency of Implementation of Various Actions 


Supplementary actions are a primary concern, for they are the 
ones that tend to become pertinent when the claimant or the admin- 
istrator encounters a serious problem, 


How often are these supplementary actions invoked? Quite often— 
when they are considered collectively. Very few applications, 
especially after entry has been allowed, escape involvement in one 
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or more of the supplementary actions mentioned. A study of case 
histories by type of application revealed how often these actions 
take place: 


Homestead Entries, Ordinary and Enlarged 


For this category, 19 entries which earned patents were examined-~ 
12 ordinary and 7 of the enlarged type. For 18 of the 19 entries the 
Bureau of Land Management requested the Geological Survey to report on 
mineral, gas and water reserves. The total of such requests numbered 
32 since more than one request was made for some entries. Subsequently 
11 of the 19 were required to furnish a total of 14 waivers. 


During the process, 10 of the 19 experienced rejection or sus- 
pension of the application or entry a total of 13 times, and four had 
the final proof rejected or suspended; two were amended; five made six 
requests for time extensions; two were involved:in legal actions; and 
two made appeals from administrative decisions, 


In another group of 11 entries that were ultimately cancelled 
seven had the application or entry rejected or suspended; one was 
amended; four had five proofs rejected or suspended; five each 
requested one time extension; and five became involved in seven 


appeals, 
Desert Land Entries 


Of 24 entries reaching patent, 15 were required to furnish mineral 
waivers (some more than one) for a total of 20, and 13 experienced 20 
rejections or suspensions of the application or entry; five had the 
proof rejected or suspended at least once; eight requested 15 time 
extensions; two initiated appeals from administrative decisions; five 
were involved in seven instances of assignments; and four entries were 
amended. 


For 11 cancelled entries the situation was quite similar to that 
for entries gaining patent: three were required to furnish mineral 
waivers; five experienced nine rejections or suspensions of application 
or entry; two had proof rejected; six requested 15 time extensions; 
one appealed an administrative decision; and four had assignments 
recognized. 


Reclamation Homestead Entries 
The most common action, as was the case for other types, involved 
requests for reports from the Geological Survey. Out of 26 entries 


23 made 39 requests to Geological Survey for information on mineral, 
gas and water reserves; five entries were amended; four went through 
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assignment procedure; four requested a total of six time extensicns; 

two made appeals from administrative decisions; six were reqvired to 

file special affidavits of compliance; three were suspended but later 
reinstated. 


IV. COSTS OF ADMINISTRATION 


Size of the Administrative Work Load 


A rough measure of the magnitude of the administrative work load 
entailed in processing Homestead and Desert Land Act applications was 
obtained through a count of documents in application files.’ The 
count was made in the order the files were received and tabulated for 
the study; that is, there was no preselection. The document count, 
summarized in Table 1, indicates an average of more than 50 documents 
per file and well over 100 for some files. The minimum number noted 
for entries going to patent was 33, the maximum 207. 


Even after allowing for some duplication of documents, it seems 
apparent that the paper work becomes staggering when viewed in terms 
of total applications that have been, or are being, processed. Each 
document is related to a specific action and represents an unknown 
amount of time expended by employees of the Bureau of Land Management, 
claimant, witnesses, legal authorities, personnel of other govern- 
mental agencies and other persons. It is possible only to conjecture 
as to the total man hours and related costs incurred by those involved, 
but it appears obvious that the total cost is high even though the 
time spent per document was as little as one hour, 


References to the scope of the total effort expended in processing 
claims are found in a study of desert land applications and investi- 
gations by the Economic Research Service of the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 


The report states: "In the period beginning in 1950 and ending 
in late 1962, about 20,000 applications were made under the Desert 
Land Act. In the years 1950-1961, field investigations were made 
for 15,877 new cases. In the same years, adjudication operations 


Bureau of Land Management, Application Case Files, U.S. Department 
of the Interior (Washington, D.C.). The count consists of official 
forms such as the applications, intentions to make proof, receipts, 
notices, and unstandardized items like letters, legal decisions, 
permits and waivers. 


190 


covered 22,086 new cases and 9,226 reactivated cases, a total of 
31,312. Of these cases, 29,949 were closed by one action or another, 
These numbers suggest the vast volume of work involved for limited 
staffs in a few offices, since the activity occurred mostly in a few 
states. 


"Land classifications were made for 11,886 tracts during 1950- 
1961; 4,346 were classed as suitable and 7,540 as unsuitable. In 
the 16 years 1946-1961, more than 3,000,000 acres were classified; 
about a third was classed as suitable for irrigation development. Of 
course, many applications gre rejected and closed without reaching 
the classification state." 


Table 1.--Number of documents per application for land under the 
Homestead Acts and the Desert Land Act 


No. of Documents per file 
Type of application cases Average Minimum Maximum 


Patent issued 


Eomestead, ordinary 54 33 85 

Homestead, enlarged 48 36 66 

Desert land 8 82 yy 207 
Application 

cancelled or relinquished 

Homestead, ordinary 10 52 9 96 

Homestead, enlarged 2 76 18 133 

Desert land 11 56 15 124 
All cases 35 61? 26" 1187 


Source: Burean of Land Management, Application Case Files, U.S. 
Department of the Interior (Washington, D.C.). 


"unweighted average 


U.S. Department of Agriculture, The Desert Land Act in Mid- 
Twentieth Century: Issues and Problems, (Economic Research Service, no. 


151, March 1954), p. 6. 
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All of the foregoing facts indicating the volume of work and 
implied costs of processing applications tend to support strongly the 
expressions of concern about whether the various authorities as now 
constituted provide a realistic means of transferring land to private 
ownership for intensive agriculture. A valid conclusion appears to 
be that they do not. 


Administrative Cost Per Patented Acre 
Through its effectiveness study, the Bureau of Land Management 
indicated its concern over the cost factor.2 Ina report on its 
preliminary findings the Bureau stated: 


"How about the costs of handling all this business--mich of which 
seems doomed to failure from the start? That's a facet of the study 
that is waiting more detailed analysis when all the facts are in. But 
because the Pittman Act (now repealed) has apparently reached its 
final stages, a rough estimate based on applications made during the 
study period has been made for patenting lands under this act, 


The estimates of the Pittman Act costs, hobbled with restraints 
to underestimate rather than to overestimate, concluded that only a 
very small acreage will be patented under the act and that it will 
cost Uncle Sam well over $100 per acre for each acre patented. The 
total costs including the expenditures by State and local governments 
and the applicants themselves (both successful and unsuccessful) will 
amount to more than $200 per acre patented." 


Later in 1963 as more complete results of the study became avail- 
able, the Bureau developed indications of the cost of transferring 
lands to private ownership under the Homestead and Desert Land Acts. 
An assumption was made by the Bureau that the costs per application 
were $300, a modest estimate, which includes costs assumed by the 
federal government, the State and the applicant. The indicated 
administrative cost per acre patented by November 1, 1962, from 1950- 
1959 applications for 11 Western States is shown in Table 2. 


5 Bureau of Land Management, Phase I of Agriculture Land Laws 
Effectiveness Study, U.S. Department of the Interior (Washington, 
D.C., 1960). 
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Table 2,--Indicated administrative costs for acres patented from 
1950-1959 homestead and desert land applications 


State Acres patented ___Indicated cost 
Total Per acre patented 

Arizona 27,087 $ 567,900 $ 21 
California 16,525 2,756,700 165 
Colorado 8,219 152,700 19 
Idaho 134,134 900,900 fi 
Montana 1,242 42,300 34 
Nevada 46,308 1,928,400 42 
New Mexico 9,465 418,200 bly 
Oregon 7414 109, 200 15 
Utah 25,206 360,600 14 
Washington 803 15,300 19 
Wyoming 21,084 116,700 6 


These data in the aggregate indicate an average administrative 
cost of $26 per acre patented. When translated to the cost of a 
patented homestead (ordinary) unit of 160 acres, such a unit has a 
built-in average administrative cost of $4160. For a Desert Land 
Act homestead of 320 acres the indicated cost soars to $8320, not 
counting the cost of improvements made by the claimant. 


V. TIME INTERVALS BETWEEN SPECIFIED ACTIONS 


One purpose of the current study was to develop information on 
the time lag between actions in processing applications. Only 
fragmentary bits of published information could be found on this 
subject. A study of the administration of the Desert Land Act for 
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Utah was the basis of the following comments by the Econom. Re searc. 
Service. 


"The Utah study provided considerable information on the problem 
of long lags between the various steps in processing desert ‘and 
applications. The study revealed that applicants had often been slow 
to complete their investigations because of lack of capital, distance 
between their residence and the land applied for, and numerous other 
factors, The Bureau of Land Management had been slowed down, especially 
in periods of high activity, by lack of sufficient personnel to process 
actions promptly. . .. Delays in the investigative reports from 
Geological Survey, failure of applicant to supply necessary information, 
lack of data about the land and water resources, exercise of the right 
of appeal, and filing by more than one applicant for,the same tract 
are all factors that may contribute to long delays. 


This current study of administrative procedures substantiates the 
fact that frequent delays often combine to extend the processing 
period to an unrealistic length. The requirements upon the claimant 
differ among authorities, and therefore, it is impractical to compare 
the time intervals between actions after entry for the various acts. 
However, valid comparisons can be made of time periods between dates 
of application and approval for entry and also of the intervals 
between application and patent. 


For cases within the study, the pre-entry wait was shortest for 
Reclamation Act applicants, an average of one month, Some were granted 
entry on the day of application, while the longest wait was seven 
months, 


Claimants under the Homestead Act waited an average of 16 months 
to gain entry to ordinary type units and 17 months for enlarged tracts. 
The minimum time for the ordinary homestead was one month compared with 
four months for the enlarged type. The maximum times were 39 and 69 
months, respectively. 


Applicants for desert land tracts had the longest average wait 
to gain entry--25 months. The minimum time was five months with the 
longest delay 95 months--nearly eight years. 


The details on time intervals for the Homestead (ordinary and 
enlarged) and Desert Land Act applications may be noted in Table 3. 
From the data an idea can be developed of the rate of progress that 
the average claimant might anticipate in developing a claim. The time 
schedule would be in the following order, depending on the type of 
claim, 


Sicpame Stewart, Recent Land and Ground Water Development in Utah 


The claimant under the Homestead (ordinary) Act may expect to 
establish residence in about five months after entry is allowed, to 
file intentions to make proof 39 months later, to make final proof 
three months subsequent, and eight months later to have compliance 
certified. The patent follows in about one month. Total lapsed time 
after entry--53 months. 


In the case of an enlarged homestead, the applicant with approved 
entry can expect to file intentions to make proof in 62 months, to 
file final proof two months later, and to obtain a certificate of 
compliance in an additional four months followed by a patent in one 
month--total average time after entry, 69 months. : 


Table 3.--Time interval between successive specified major actions 
after application and issuance of the patent for 
homestead and desert land entries 


Homestead 
Rigi Soe Loe DI 
Ordinary? Enlarged Desert land ° 
Action Ave. Min. Max. Ave. Min. Max. Ave. Min. Max. 


Entry allowed 16 ul 39 17. 4 69 25 5 95 
Residence 

established 5 0 eZ —— == ts = a ses 
Proof, intentions 

to make ess) a 59 62 23 81 54 pea ae ea 
Proof, final filed ; 

by claimant 3 2 8 2 2 4 5 ak 10 
Certificate of com- 

pliance issued 8 it 25 4 al 10 6 0 48 
Patent issued I. 1 3 ut al 2 fi 0 2 


Source: Bureau of Land Management, Application Case Files, 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 


912 cases. by cases. ‘°24 cases. 
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The experience of reclamation applicants was so varied that it 
is difficult to generalize. For claims not involving exchange or 
"in lieu" units, the longest interval after entry was prior to filing 
intentions to make proof--similar to the pattern under the other acts; 
but in addition, there was usually a long lapse in developing the 
required supplemental reclamation proof. 


VI. THE TOTAL TIME LAPSE--APPLICATION TO PATENT 


For the cases studied, the total time lapse (Table 4) ranged from 
an average low of 72 months (six years) for the homestead, ordinary 
claim, to 174 months (14 1/2 years) for reclamation, regular cases. 
The high average time lapse for the latter arises mainly from several 
entries which were allowed prior to the establishment of the reclama- 
tion area that embraced them. The most extreme such case had a time 
lapse of 547 months, nearly 46 years. In this instance the original 
homestead application was filed October 18, 1907, and the patent was 
issued on April 3, 1953. There were other instances of extremely long 
lapses before patent; for example, 370, 360, 416, 468, and 406 months. 
For the more normal reclamation claims, excluding "in lieu" units, the 
average time lapse was 59 months with a range from 36 to 97 months. 


Successful applicants for homestead (ordinary) units received 
patents within a minimum of 30 months and a maximum of 109 months. 
The average time, as mentioned previously, was 72 months. 


The time span for enlarged homestead tracts was greater, ranging 
from a minimum of 56 to a maximum of 143 months with an average of 
88 months. 


Homestead (ordinary and enlarged) entries which were terminated 
by cancellation involved more time to process than claims that were 
successful in gaining patent. The minimum time among 11 cases was 
67 months; the maximum was 188 months (nearly 16 years), and the 
average was 104 months (8 1/2 years). 
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Table 4,--Total elapsed time between date of application and final 
disposition through issuance of patent or cancellation, 
by type of case and act 


—_—_—_—__’v’vVvkrvrn’.kk-.999@9@O@l)lol0a———— 


Number Total time lapse in months from 


Type of cases date of application to disposition 
Average Minimum Maximum 


-___—— eee 


Patented cases 


Homestead, ordinary HEE ve 30 109 
Homestead, enlarged 7 88 56 143 
Desert land 24 89 47 aksph 
Reclamation, regular 19 174 26 547 
Reclamation, "in lieu" 7 8 Sa 15 
Reclamation, ALL 26 130 3 547 


Cancelled cases 


Homestead, ordinary 
and enlarged nd 104 67 188 


Desert land ak 97 53 199 


Source: Bureau of Land Management, Application Case Files, 


U.S. Department of the Interior, Washington, D.C, 
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VII. TIME EXTENSIONS--WHY DO ENTRYMEN REQUEST MORE TIME? 


Many reasons are given by entrymen for requesting more time in 
which to fulfill the requirements placed upon them by the law and 
other regulations. The reasons vary among types of homesteads, but 
some are; more time to establish residence; more time to submit 
proof; and time to make certain improvements, primarily the develop- 
ment of water sources and distribution of water. The following 
statements by entrymen illustrate the reasons cited in support of 
these requests. 


Desert Land Entries 


1. "I have not been able to perfect it (final proof) due to 
losing my irrigation pump and engine. I have to obtain another one 
and it will be about four months before it is installed. I am in the 
process of building a house on the property so if I can obtain an 
extension at once, I can finish it and get it fenced before bad 
weather starts." (This request was denied because of three previous 
requests all approved. The maximum number permitted under the law 
is three.) 


2. This request gave several reasons which in essence were: (1) 
domestic problems, (2) bankruptcy of electric company causing loss of 
money, (35 loan failed to meterialize, and (4) irrigation construction 
could not be completed until present month. (Request was rejected, 
subject to appeal.) 


3. The entryman submitted three requests: "A desire for relief 
to perfect title by means other than reclamation by irrigation" 
(Claimant was given 90 days grace to permit consideration of his 
request which was subsequently denied). The entryman then filed a 
request "to prepare reasons for appeal." This request was approved. 
Later the claimant filed a third wet il ee “for more time to prepare 
reasons for appeal." 


4, "Need more time to consolidate irrigation works with those 
of an adjoining land owner." (Request denied since question was 
"not how the entry is to be irrigated, but why the original plan was 
not carried out"--43 CFR 232.37 stipulates no extension unless it is 
clearly shown that failure is due to unavoidable delay in construction. ) 


5. In this case, three time extensions were granted. The first 
was for three years because "the irrigation company failed to deliver 
water." Later a one-year extension was based on the fact that 
"applicant is drilling a private well in view of failure of irrigation 
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company to develop and distribute water." The entryman made a sub- 
sequent request for more time, supported by a statement by a lawyer, 
that the entryman with three others had expended $9,000 to>dril2t 

for water without success and that arrangements are being made for 
another attempt. 


6. Request approved to "grant claimant relief Pir ced for Desert 
Land Entries under Public Laws 86-552 and 88-645." 


7. Similar to No. 6; that is, to take advantage of provisions 
of Public Laws 86-552 and 88-645. 


8. Extension needed because "state water permit expired before 
entryman could make improvements due to delay in gaining entry." 


9. Irrigation company failed to supply water; hence, three 
extensions were granted "to develop water supply." 


Homestead, Ordinary and Enlarged Entries 


1. Require more time due to "delay in road and building construc- 
esto) elu! 


2. Two extensions granted: (1) leave of absence because of 
illness of wife, and (2) failure to establish residence. 


3. Absence of one year granted because of illness. This did not 
extend the time for making proof. Later a six-month extension was 
allowed "to establish residence." 


4, Extension based on choice of entryman to suspend cultivation 
as provided for by Public Law 834, 


5. One year extension "to enable entryman to establish residence." 


6, Six-month extension "to establish residence." 


VIII. CANCELLATIONS--WHY ARE SOME ENTRIES TERMINATED? 


The laws and regulations impose various obligations upon the 
entryman in terms of what he must do and when it must be done to earn 
patent. However, provisions are also included which enable admin- 
istrators to grant one or more extensions of time under certain 
circumstances and upon proper request from claimant. An example is 
the allowable six months extension that can be granted to an applicant 
for an ordinary homestead and for the purpose of establishing 
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residence. Failure of the claimant to file timely reports designed 
to measure the progress of development of the claim may result in 
automatic cancellation. This action is quite common due to failure 
of the entryman to file final proof and in the case of desert land 
entries, an amnual proof. 


In order to gain insight as to the reasons for cancellation and 
their frequency, a number of cancelled homestead and desert land 
entries were examined. In some instances several reasons for cancella- 
tion were cited by the Bureau of Land Management, and therefore the 
number of reasons cited exceeds the number of entries shown in the 
following summary: 


Homestead entries cancelled und 
Reason cited for cancellation 

Failure to file final proof 

Failure to establish residence 

_ Failure to develop land for cultivation 
Failure to submit timely notice of 
intentions to make proof 
Land unsuited for cultivation 
Failure to make improvements 


Siegen TS eS 


Hh 


Desert land entries cancelled ul 
Reason cited for cancellation 
Failure to file anmual proof 
Failure to file final proof 
Lack of water 
Inadequate acreage under cultivation 
Inadequate irrigation facilities 


WRrH Fw 


IX. WATER SUPPLY PROBLEMS 


The water needs for intensive agriculture vary greatly, depending 
in part on such factors as soil type, kind of crop, and topography. 
Part of this study is concerned with problems surrounding the develop- 
ment of water supplies and their use for irrigation. Limited supplies 
of water can be extended and excesses can be minimized through good 
management in a limited way by individual actions but more broadly 
through collective effort. Examples of the latter are private and 
publicly financed organizations which develop sources of water and 
means of distribution through construction of canals, dams, pumping 
facilities and other extremely costly structures. 
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Most farmers engaged in intensive agriculture are dependent upon 
nature to supply rainfall on a timely and adequate basis. Applicants 
for ordinary and eularged homesteads are legally in this category since 
the Homestead Act places little restraint on the claiman= in regard to - 
water and its use. However, the lack of water may be a contributing 
factor to the rejection of the application, that is, failure to gain 
entry; or it may prevent the entryman from developing an acceptable 
proof. Many homesteaders, especially in parts of the Western 
States where rainfall is meager, have failed because of crop failures 
during the period for proving up the claim. A serious question arises 
in this regard--have the entries been allowed on the basis of insuffi- 
cient information on rainfall and other factors of production needed 
in the successful development of a claim? The high proportion of 
failures indicates that the answer is yes, even though 85 percent of 
the applications have been rejected. Of course, many other factors 
contribute to the high failure rate--illness, lack of initiative, poor 
management, and insufficient resources needed for development. 


Under the Desert Land Act the applicant mst include evidence 
with his application that he has already acquired by appropriate 
purchases or contract, a right to the permanent use of sufficient water 
to irrigate and reclaim all of the irrigable portion of the land. If 
the irrigation water is to come from wells or be pumped from under- 
ground sources, a statement must be submitted as to the existence of 
such water supply upon or near the land. However, the fulfilling of 
these requirements does not preclude water problems for the applicant. 
Of 24 desert land entries included in this study, 16 experienced 
some type of water problem after making application. 


Water Problems--Scope and Consequences 


The following references to water problems were noted in the 
application case files; 


1. State Water Permit expired before entryman could make required 
improvements (due to long delay before entry was allowed). 


2. Some delay in establishing water rights. 

3. Failure of irrigation company to supply water. 

4, Application suspended because applicant failed to provide 
information about the well as required when a well is to be the 


source. 


5. Entryman unable to complete irrigation system by date for 
making final proof. 


201 


6. Entry suspended because claimant failed to show an adequate 
supply of water. ‘ 


7, Partial cancellation of entry, that is, on 160 acres because 
of an inadequate water system, 


8. Proof rejected because of insufficient water and inadequate 
facilities. 


9. Extension granted to allow entryman time to complete a water 
pipeline. 


10.. Entry denied because applicant failed to provide evidence of 
an adequate water supply. 


ll. Application rejected because applicant failed to provide 
evidence of having filed a valid application for water. 


12. Application rejected and claimant allowed 60 days in which 
to submit the plan and cost data for an irrigation system. 


13. Application rejected for lack of adequate description of 
the land and irrigation systems. 


14, Application rejected because of insufficient information on 
source of water. Extension of one year granted so entryman could 
obtain a second water permit. He had drilled one well, but it was 
dry. Further drilling was prohibited because of protest from mining 
company. 


15. Entryman drilled 11 wells of which four were dry. Two year 
extension granted because State engineer closed the valley to further 
water appropriation. A third and final extension was granted so the 
entryman could obtain a new state water permit. 


16. Application rejected because applicant failed to include a 
valid water permit. 


X. SUMMARY 


The results of this and other studies of administrative procedures 
relating to the Homestead Acts point to a number of conclusions: 


1. The procedures foster a tremendous volume of paper work much 
of which is futile when measured against the goal of transferring 
public land to private ownership because so few applicants are success- 
ful in obtaining a patent. 


202 


2. The administrative cost when assessed against successful 
entries is unrealistically high. The very minimum pro-rated cost 
per ordinary homestead of 160 acres seems to be well over $4000, and 
it is over $8000 for a desert land tract of 320 acres. 


3. Invariably both the applicant and administrator are con- 
fronted with a series of problems and frustrations during the proces- 
sing of the application or during the development of the entry. 


4, Administrative actions unfavorable to the applicant, though 
justified, are often misunderstood and become the basis of mich ill 
will, particularly when the claimant has established residence, or 
made other improvements and erroneously holds the opinion that he has 
fulfilled his obligations. Frequently this leads to a series of 
appeals, to complaints to Congressmen and Senators and even to the 
office of President. 


5. Circumstances, avoidable and unavoidable, combine to cause 
many and long delays in processing applications and after entry has 
been allowed. In fairness to the Bureau, it must be said that many 
delays are caused by failure of the claimant to do what is required of 
him by law on a timely basis. On the other hand, the Bureau has been 
slow in taking needed action, particularly in denying or allowing entry. 


6. The high failure rate of applicants to gain entry suggests the 
used for more stringent screening of lands prior to making them eligible 
to application for settlement and use for intensive agriculture. 


7. The relatively high failure rate of entrymen to gain patents 
suggests that some entries are allowed on the basis of insufficient 
information on factors like suitability and productivity of the land, 
climatic conditions, capabilities of the claimant, and accessability 
to markets. oF 


&, Water, while basic to all intensive agriculture, is particu- 
larly important to desert land and reclamation entries since irrigation 
is involved. Desert land entries are particularly vulnerable to prob- 
lems in the development of water supplies and distribution. The 
likelihood of water problems after entry are greatly minimized for 
reclamation homestead entries because proof of an adequate water 
supply is required before entry is allowed. 


9. The high failure rate of homestead entries (ordinary and 
enlarged) might be substantially reduced if entrymen were required to 
file an annual proof. Such a requirement would serve to alert both 
administrator and claimant as to whether or not requirements are being 
met. At present a trend towards failure is not discovered until time 
of filing final proof which is required five years after entry. 
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PART B, DISPOSITION EXPERIENCE ~ 
I. INTRODUCTION 


The Homestead Acts provide legal machinery for disposing of public 
land to private ownership for intensive agriculture. It is the duty 
of the Bureau of Land Management, Department of the Interior, to 
administer the laws, but responsibility for the land is terminated 
upon issuance of a patent. However, for reclamation homesteads, the 
government retains a continuing interest because of agreements about 
irrigation water and water rights which are under the jurisdiction of 
the Bureau of Reclamation. 


What has been the experience of patentees, and what use has been 
made of the patented lands? Answers to these and other questions can 
be helpful in an appraisal of the various homestead laws. To gain 
information on these subjects, a number of patented cases were 
selected randomly for study of each type to represent a range of 
conditions and laws: 25 to represent actions taken under the Desert 
Land Act; 25 under the Reclamation Homestead Act; and 25 under the 
other Homestead Acts (original, enlarged and others). 


Procedures 


In each case supplementary current information was sought from 
local sources, and was collected in most instances on the following 
major subjects: 

1. Ownership of the patented land 

2. Use made of patented land 

3. Acres in the farm units to which the patented lands belong 

4, Value of improvements on the patented lands 


5. Estimated annual gross farm income from the farm units 
to which the patented land belong, by source 
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The main features of the new information on current ownership by 
type of patent are shown in Table 5. This and the other subjects 
are discussed under subheads for each type of homestead. Also included 
is related information from an earlier study of desert land and home- 
stead entries by the Bureau of Land Management.7 


Since this study is concerned with experiences related to recently 
patented land, only patents issued during the 14-year ,1950-1963, 
period were included. Patents issued after 1963 were excluded since 
the subsequent period is so short that changes shown would be insigni- 
ficant. The average year of patent is 1958 for the 89 tracts included 
in the study with the following distribution by years: 


1950 - 3 LOSS evel 1956 - 6 1959 22 1962 - 6 
akeak oe 1954 - 3 1957 - 10 1960 - 11 1963 - 10 
52 ene 1955 - 3 1958 - 10 1961 - 10 


II. EXPERIENCE OF RECLAMATION HOMESTEAD ENTRIES 


Information was collected through the Bureau of Reclamation in 
late 1968 for 26 patented tracts-within the five major reclamation 
projects (1) Shoshone, Wyoming; (2) Riverton, Wyoming; (3) Coachella 
Division, All American Canal Project, California; (4) Yuma, Arizona; 
and (5) Minidoka, Idaho. Distribution of the 26 tracts by States is: 
five in Arizona; five in California; six in Idaho; and ten in Wyoming. 
The patents were issued during the period 1950-1960, with an average 
date of 1955. Main features of the experience of the 26 patentees 
and the current use of the patented land are presented under the 
following topic heads: 


7 Bureau of Land Management, Agriculture Land Laws Effectiveness 
Study. 


8 The Appendix contains a more detailed discussion of procedure. 
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Table 5.--Current ownerships of land patented 1950-1963, by type of patent and kind of owner 


atent 


of 
Homestead 


ordinary 


Reclamation 


Homestead 
enlarged 


Desert 


land 


All types 


homestead 


Subject 


18 26 89 
1950-1963 


24 


eat 


Number of patentees 


1956-1963 1950-1960 


1956-1963 


1956-1963 


Period 


1959 1955 1958 


+959 


+ 


1960 


Year patented, average 


Percentage 
of 


of 
No. patentees No. patentees 


Percentage 


of 


Percentage 
No. patentees 


of 


Percentage 
‘No. patentees 


of 


Percentage 
No, patentees 


Current ownership 
of patented land 


206 


38 43 


23 


61 


in 


50 


9 


Patentee, sole owner 


7 


Fs J 
ior 


owner 


Patentee, partial 
Patentee, non-owner 


100 


100 18 100 26 100 89 


24 


100 


21 


Total patentees 


85 
139 


15 62 Tak 61 35 134 76 
169 118 


27 


15 
25 


New owners 


122 


22 


112 


119 


a 


Current owners 


*Consists of patentees who own all or part of the patented land and new owners. 


Current Ownership of Patented Tracts 


Six of the 26 still own the patented land, three have retained 
part, and 17 have relinquished all ownership interest as shown in 
Table 5. Hence, after an average lapse of 13 years following patent, 
about one-third of the patentees retained some ownership interest in 
the patented land while two-thirds had none. 


New owners number 35, indicating a strong tendency to subdivide 
and parcel out the patented land. 


Total owners number 44 (patentees 9, new owners 35)--an expansion 
of 18, or nearly 70 percent, over the original 26 ownerships. It was 
noted that of eight tracts having mltiple but separate ownerships, 
one now has five owners, two have four, one has three, and four are 
each divided between two owners. 


Distribution of Patented Acres Among Current Owners 


At the end of 1968, patentees retained ownership of only 29 
percent of the patented acreage as shown in Table 6, Furthermore, 
the patentees controlled a slightly smaller proportion (28 percent) ~ 
of the other land in the farm units to which the patented lands belong. 


Table 6.--Land in farm units to which reclamation patented lands 
belong, by kind of acres and type of current ownership 


E Ownerships Acres Acres Acres 
(number ) (percent) per unit 
Total acres in farm units Aly 7383 100 168 
Owned by patentee 9 2122 Zoe 246 
Owned by others 35 5261 71 150% 
Patented acres in farm units 268 3405 100 1313850 * 
Owned by patentee -- 989 29 --- . 
Owned by others -- 2416 71 ere 
Other acres in farm units — 3978 100 — 
Owned by patentee -- 219%) 28 --- 
Owned by others -- 2847 72 aoe 


"Refers to the 26 tracts patented. 
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Taking into account all land (patented and other) in farm units to 
which the Pereeces Surat belong, the patentees control 29 percent and Table 7.--Number of patented tracts reporting value of improvements 
the other owners 71 percent of all land. as specified; value per tract and per acre 


Improvements Number Improvements Number 
The 26 entries studied received patents for 3405 acres, an Mest goats of tracts Re era of tracts 

average of 13l-acres por patent (Table 6). These acres are now owned 
by 44 owners, but besides the patented acres: these owners have an ¢ 0 2 $ 0 2 
additional 3978 acres of other land in their farm units. When these 
acreages are combined (3405 acres patented and 3978 acres of other i. 5,000 9 1 50 7 
land), the total acreage in the farm units to which the patented acres : cS 
belong is 7383, an average of 168 acres per unit. Hence, the patented 001 - 10.0 
lands are now attached to farm units which are 28 percent larger than Ps op0e - a i 6 
the tracts patented. This is a rather insignificant change compared 10.001 - 20.000 
with that in farm units to which desert land and homestead patented : 5 spr cae c 
Tatene PO NEEE 20,001 - 50,000 6 4o1 - 600 2 

50,001 - 100,000 4 601 - 800 nl 


Value of Improvements on Patented Land 


100,001 and over 801 and over 


=] 


An effort was made to obtain an estimate of the value of improve- 

ments on each of the 26 tracts of patented land. Improvements included Total 26 26 

items such as buildings, fences, roads, ditches, leveling, pipelines, 

and reservoirs. Two tracts were reported as having no improvements. 

In contrast, one unit had reported improvements of $135,200. This wide 

range in the value of improvements among units is also evident on a 

per acre basis (Table 7). The value of improvements on the 26 reclama- 

tion rece averaged just under $27,000 per patent and slightly more form: 
2 


The distribution of total gross farm income per unit had this 


than $200 per acre patented. 
Dollars Number of units 
Estimated Gross Farm Income of Farm Units 0 7 
to Which Patented Acres Belo 
——— 1 =- 5,000 7 
Information was obtained for 25 of the 26 patents under study. 5,001 - 10,000 4 
The 25 tracts are now part of 42 farm units for which information on y 
gross farm income was received. Principal features of the 42 units 10,001 - 20,000 13 
were: 
20,001 - 30,000 7 


Gross farm income averaged just under $15,000 per unit with 94 
percent from crops and six percent from livestock. Eight units had 30,001 plus 4 
income from livestock and 33. had income from crops; seven had no farm 
income; two had income only from livestock; and 26 had income only 
from crops. The maximum gross per unit was $63,000, all from crops. 
For livestock, the maximum reported was $10,000. 
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III. ENLARGED HOMESTEAD ENTRIES 


A group of 24 enlarged homestead entries were studied to learn 
the disposition and use made after patent. Current information on 
status was obtained partly by interviews and partly through corres- 
pondence and telephoned inquiries. The county offices of the 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service furnished most 
of the information with assistance from personnel of other agencies 
and local residents who were acquainted with the patentee and had 
knowledge of the patented land. 


Number of 


Had conveyed 
all of their 
land 
58 \ 

45 
B) 
ho 
29 
42 
20 
54 
26 
38 
31 


Current Ownership of Patented Entries 


land 
12 
alal 


The data show that 50 percent of the patentees still retained 
full ownership at the end of 1968 (Table 5). The other 50 percent 
had conveyed all of their land. Eleven of the 12 tracts were conveyed 
intact while one was divided and acquired by four new owners. As a 
result of this split, total owners expanded from 24 to 27, including 
15 new owners and 12 original patentees. This small expansion in the 
number of owners is in contrast to the sharp rise shown for the 
reclamation homestead type--from 26 patentees to 44 current owners. 


Had conveyed 


part of their 
Laws Effectiveness Study (1960). 


Land 


Additional insight into the disposition of patented land is 
available from a 1960 study by the Bureau of Land Management. 9 Pre- 
liminary results as of January 1963 are partly reproduced in Table 8. 
While these data are a combination of homestead and desert land 
patented entries, they too show the strong tendency of entrymen to 
dispose of all or part of their claims rather soon after receiving 
patent. For example, in Idaho which had the most patented entries, 
over 40 percent of the patentees who had made application during the 
1950-1959 period and received patents prior to 1962 had disposed of 
all their patented land by the summer of 1962. The percentage was 
even higher in Arizona, 58 percent; California, 45 percent; Oregon, 
54 percent; and Nevada, 42 percent. Furthermore, in Oregon another 
10 percent had conveyed part of their land. 


Still held 
their land 
42 
47 
77 
518 
71 
50 
68 
54 
Ue 
62 
68 


Used in 
study 
91 
106 
35 
540 

i 
abaly! 
50 
35 
104 
8 
79 


Number 


Distribution of Enlarged Patented Lands Among Current Owners 


Total? 
99 
uel, 
50 
641 
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65 
49 

119 

111 


patented entries and status in the summer of 1962, in percent, by States 
Bureau of Land Management, Agricultural 


By late 1968, enlarged homestead patentees had disposed of 61 
percent of their patented lands. The average year of patent was 1959 
for the 24 entries (Table 5). 


arom applications made during the 1950-1959 period. 


Source: 


State 


Table 8.--Ownership of homestead and desert land entries patented prior to 1962: 


Arizona 
California 
Colorado 
Idaho 
Montana 
Nevada 

New Mexico 
Oregon 
Utah 
Washington 
Wyoming 


9 Bureau of Land Management, Agricultural Land Laws Effectiveness 
Study. 
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The Bureau of Land Management study showed that a fairly large 
proportion of entries were not in use or were not used for farm 
purposes in the summer of 1962 (Table 10). For example, in Arizona 
36 percent of the patented entries were not being used for farming 
and in Califormia the proportion was even higher, 46 percent. Other 
high ratios were: Nevada, 44 percent; Wyoming, 47 percent; and New 
Mexico, 20 percent. By contrast, in Idaho 94 percent of entries were 
used for full time or part time farming. Idaho had the most patents 
issued prior to 1962 from applications made during the 1950-1959 


period. 


Size of Farm Units to Which Patented Lands Belong 


The 24 original patented entries averaged 199 acres in size. At 
the end of 1968, these tracts had become a part of 27 farm units whose 
average size was 1948 acres (Table 9). Even after discounting the 
effect of one very large unit of 15,300 acres, the average size of the 
remaining 23 farm units was 1628 acres. Hence, the farm units to 
which the patented lands belong are at least eight times larger than» 
the average of the original entries. 


Table 9.--Land in farm units to which the enlarged homestead patented 
lands belong, by kind of acres and type of ownership 


Number of Acres Acres 
ownerships Acres (percent) per unit 


Total acres in farm unit 27 52,590 100 1,948 
Owned by patentee 12 21,484 AT 1,790 
Owned by others 15 31,106 59 2,074 

Patented acres in farm units 244 Bya52 100 1994 

“Owned by patentee ts 2,76 41 as 
Owned by others = 3,176 59 — 

Other acres in farm units =a 47,238 100 ah 
Owned by patentee -- 19,388 Al ot 
Owned by others -- 27 5850 59 --- 


"Refers to the 24 tracts patented. 
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Use in the summer 


patented prior to 1962 


» by States 


Table 10.--Homestead and desert land entries 


of 1962 


Not in 
use 


atented entries that were-- 


Used for non- 
farm purposes 


Percentage of total 


Fulltime or part 
time farms 


Used in 
study 


Number 


Total® 


State 


NA ~~ NW A 


64 
54 
82 


91 
106 


ee) 
any 
50 
641 


Arizona 


California 
Colorado 
Idaho 


35 


540 


94 
100 
56 


22 


22 


all? 


ans 


Montana 
Nevada 


1) 
rare 
Ww 


14 


80 


50 


65 


New Mexico 


14 


92 


35 
104 


Oregon 
Utah 


82 
100 


119 


Washington 


Wyoming 


a3 


79 


pala e 


Laws Effectiveness Study (1960). 


Land 


Source: Bureau of Land Management, Agricultural 


From applications made during the 1950-1959 period 


a 


= y 
Hee 5 


Value of Improvements on Patented Lands 


The value of improvements differs greatly among patented entries. 
Current information indicated no improvements of value on nine of 24 
entries; another six had $1,000 or less in improvements; but, in 
contrast, one had improvements valued at $65,000 and another at $15,000 
The average estimated value of improvements on the 24 patented entries 


was $4,793. 


eee ei 


Information was obtained for 21 of the 24 patented entries. These 
21 entries are now a part of 24 farm units whose gross farm income 
averaged $21,008. About 74 percent of this income came from crops and 
26 percent from livestock. 


Of the 24 farm units, only one had no income from either crops or 
livestock, 23 had income from crops, and 12 from livestock. Only 
three units received more income from livestock than from crops. The 
range in total income per unit was from the one case of zero to a high 
in another instance of $159,000. The second highest gross income was 
$59,685, all from crops. The unit having the highest gross income of 
$159,000 received $78,000 of it from crops and $81,000 from livestock. 


IV, HOMESTEAD ORDINARY ENTRIES 


The sources of information and the procedures used in collecting 
data on the homestead ordinary entries were similar to those previously 
described for homestead enlarged units. However, for this type it was 
more difficult to obtain information on the size of farm units, crop 
production, and annual gross income of units to which the original 
patented lands belong. This was mainly due to the remoteness of some 
tracts and the absence of the owner or operator from the area. Some 
tracts have been idle while others are operated on a non-resident 
basis. In the latter cases, it was difficult, and sometimes impossible, 
to locate anyone who had reliable knowledge of the operations. The 
analysis for each subject is largely based on entries with complete 
information, as mentioned in the text or shown in related tables. 


214 


Current Ownership of Patented Tracts 


Current ownership status was determined for all 18 entries within 
the study as shown in Table 5. Eleven retained full ownership 
while seven had conveyed all their patented land. Hence, 61 percent 
still owned their patented land after patent while 39 percent did 
not 


Seven entries had conveyed all of their patented land to 11 new 
owners. In one instance, the patented tract was divided and conveyed 
to four new owners while another was sold to two. The other five 
entrymen each conveyed his entire tract to one new owner. 


These transactions resulted in an expansion in the number of 
owners from the original 18 to 22 current owners (11 patentees and 
11 new owners). From this it appears that there is little tendency 
to subdivide this type of homestead prior to sale. 


Distribution of Patented Acres Among Current Owners 


It was possible to obtain complete data on this subject for 13 
of 18 entries under study. The partial information for the other five 
entries indicates that they are still owned by the patentee but are 
not operated. Therefore, it seems unlikely that these five patentees 
own and operate other land as part of the total farm unit. If this 
is the situation, then the 18 original patentees retain 68 percent of 
the patented acreage and control 49 percent of all land in the farm 
units to which patented lands belong. However, there is little evidence 
of agricultural activity on nine of the 11 units still controlled by 
the patentees. In contrast, only three of the 11 units controlled by 
new owners were inactive. Table 10 provides further information on 
use of patented tracts. The data for the 13 entries for which informs- 
tion is complete is reported in Table 11. : 


The original 18 patented entries studied contained 2,416 acres, 
an average of 134 per patent. These lands are now part of 22 farm 3 
units consisting of 3,344 acres, an average of 152 acres per unit. = 
It is assumed that the five entries lacking complete information are 


unchanged, as previously explained. 
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Table 11.--Land in farm units to which the homestead ordinary patented 
lands belong, by kind of acres and type of current ownership 


Number of Acres Acres 
Subject ownerships Acres (percent) per unit 
Total acres in farm units 135 2,590 100 200 
Owned by patentee 6 893 34 149 
Owned by others i 1,697 66 2h2 
Patented acres in farm units 15° 1,662 100 128° 
Owned by patentee -- 893 54 Sac 
Owned by others -- 769 46 a 
Other acres in farm units -- 928 100 eee 
Owned by patentee -- --- see ae 
Owned by others -- 928 100 --- 


“These data are for 13 of the 18 entries in the study. Land 
distribution information was incomplete for the other tive. The 
original 18 entries averaged 134 acres per patent compared with 128 
for the 13 reported in Table ll. 


Value of Improvements on Patented Land 


Of the 18 patented entries, all but one had improvements of value 
that ranged from $40,000 to $2,000. The average for the 18 tracts was 
just over $13,000. In a number of instances, residences accounted for 
a substantial proportion of the value of improvements even in cases 
where the tractswere idle. The average value of improvements per 
patented acre was $97. 


_ Information obtained for 21 of 22 farm units to which the patented 
lands belong indicates that gross farm income averaged $2,636 per unit 
with 79 percent from cropland and 21 percent from livestock. Four of 
the 21 units had income from livestock, and ten had income from crops 
while 11 had no farm income. The distribution of total gross farm 
income per unit was: 
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Dollars Number of units 
0 . ula 
l= 5,000 
5,001 - 10,000 
10,001 plus 1 


The maximum gross income from crops for one unit was $8,500; 
from livestock, $8,000, and from both crops and livestock, $11,650. 


V. DESERT LAND ENTRIES 


The plan was to obtain information for 25 desert land entries 
(Appendix A). It was possible to obtain data for 21 on nearly all 
subjects being considered. In three instances information was lacking 
on the value of improvements on patented lands, and in four others 
on the amount and source of farm income. The analysis for each subject 
is based on only those entries for which complete information was 
available for the specified topic. Distribution of the 21 entries by 
States: 


Arizona 1 Nevada 5 
California 3 New Mexico ak 
Idaho 8 Oregon a 
Montana al Utah a 


Current Ownership of Patented Tracts 


The 21 entries studied were patented during the period 1956-1963, 
the average date being 1960. By the end of 1968, eight years later, 
about half of the patentees had disposed of all of their patented lands. 
Nine of 21 were still sole owners; one still retained part of the 
patented land; eleven had conveyed all of their land; and total owner- 
ships increased from 2] to 25. In four instances the patented lands 
were acquired by two new owners. The small increase in owners suggests 
that for desert land entries there is little tendency to divide the 
patented tracts prior to transfer. Instead, there is a strong tendency 
for patentees who retain their patented land to acquire additional 
acreage and for new owners to secure patented acreage to enlarge exist- 
ing units (Table 12). 
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Distribution of Patented Acres Among Current Owners 


Distribution data by ownership was obtained for all 21 entries 
now part of 25 farm units (Table 12), and indicates that patentees 
still own just under 50 percent of the patented land and roughly two 
thirds of the other land in the farm units to which the patented lands 
belong. ‘ 


The 21 original patented entries included 4,632 acres, an average 
of 221 acres per patent. In late 1968, these acres were part of 25 
units containing 42,978 acres, an average of 1,719 acres per farm unit 
(Table 12). Included is one very large unit made up of the original 
patented entry of 120 acres and 21,806 acres of other land for a total 
acreage of 21,926 acres devoted entirely to livestock production. If 
this extremely large and unusual unit is excluded from the group, the 
remaining 24 units average 877 acres per farm unit. Even this smaller 
average size indicates that the patented lands are now part of farm 
units which are at least four times larger than the original entries. 


Table 12.--Land in farm units to which desert land patented lands 
belong, by kind of acres and type of current ownership 


. Number of Acres Acres 
Subject ownerships Acres (percent) per unit 
Total acres in farm unit 25 42,978 100 2,719" 
Owned by patentee 10 27,958 65 2,796 
Owned by others 15 15,020 35 1,001 
Patented acres in farm units ar 4,632 100 221 
Owned by patentee -- 2,188 47 == 
Owned by others -- 2,444 53 == 
Other acres in farm units = 38, 346 100 a 
Owned by patentee -- 255770 67 Sie 
Owned by others a 12,576 33 ae 


* Excluding one extremely large unit of 21,926 acres operated by the 
patentee, the averages are 877 and 670 respectively, and the proportion 
of land under control of patentees drops from 65 to 29 percent. 

Refers to the 21 original patented tracts. 
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Value of Improvements on Patented Land 


The results are based on data for 18 of the 21 patented entries. 
For the 18, the value of improvements averages slightly more than 
$20,000 per tract and $97 per patented acre. 


Improvements on one entry were valued at $100,000, the highest for 
any tract. In contrast, one which was part of a large unit not owned 
by the patentee is reported to have no improvements on the acres 
patented. Four entries had improvements valued at less than $5,000 each, 
while three others were under $10,000. The nine remaining entries had 
value of improvements ranging between $10,000 and $40,000. 


Data on farm income was obtained for 19 of the 25 farm units 
containing the patented land. Three of the units lacking income infor-_ 
mation are operated by new owners, while two are patentee operated. 

The data for the 19 farm units show average gross farm income per unit 
to be $10,430 with 60 percent from crops and 40 percent from livestock; 
three units had no farm income; 12 had income from crops; and four had 
income from livestock. The maximum income from crops was $26,000; from 
livestock, $40,000; from both crops and livestock, $42,500. Income 
distribution was as follows: 


Dollars Number of units 
0 4 
1- 5,000 5 
5,001 - 10,000 4 
10,001 - 20,000 3 
20,001 plus 3 


VI. SUMMARY 


The information collected on the disposal and use experience of 
patented entries suggests the following conclusions: 


Ownership of patented lands. Patentees tend to dispose of much of the 
patented land relatively soon after patent. Approximately 50 percent 
of those receiving patents during the period 1950-1963 had disposed 
of all their patented land by the end of 1968. 


ZAY 


Change in number of owners and size of farm units. During the process 
of conveying patented land, there is a tendency mey for the number of 

owners to expand. This is particularly noticeable for the reclamation 
type homestead. Also there is’ a strong tendency of owners to acquire 
more lardsas additions to existing farm units. The average increase 

in size of farm units to which patented lands belong was only moderate 
for reclamation types--from 131 to 150 acres. For ordinary homesteads 
the increase was much more substantial, from 128 to 200. For enlarged 
homesteads the increase over the patented acreage was tenfold, from 199 
to 1,948 acres. The desert land type also increased very sharply--about 
eight times--from 221 to 1,719 acres. 


The tendency is for patented lands to become parts of farm units 
much larger than the patented tracts, especially desert land and enlarged 
homestead entries. The enlargement occurs through the addition to the 
original entry of other land by the owners of the patented tract, or by 
adjacent operators who add the patented tract to an existing unit. The 
latter is the more common practice. For reclamation entries, this trend 
is offset partly by the break up of some entries into smaller tracts in 
areas of very intensive agriculture, as in the production of citrus. 
Likewise, for homestead ordinary entries the upward trend in size of 
unit is minimized by a high proportion of idle, or nearly inactive, 
patented entries that tend to remain constant in size. 


The data indicate that the acreage limitation of 320 acres per 
entry imposed by the Desert Land and Enlarged Homestead Acts is 
unrealistically low. This conclusion is supported by farm income data 
showing that entries which have not become part of larger units have 
nominal productive capacity and therefore develop relatively little 
income. For example, in southwest Colorado and southest Utah where 
wheat is a major crop, wheat acreage allotments become an important 
consideration in the acquisition of additional land. Furthermore, in 
many instances, it is necessary to summer fallow in alternate years as 
a means of conserving meager water supplies. This need encourages and 
requires some farms to enlarge their units to include a crop acreage 
base big enough to provide adequate income to meet fixed costs and 
other expenses, 


In the case of homestead ordinary entries, the size of the units 
seems to have little bearing on success as measured by income. Seem- 
ingly more important are factors such as location, suitability of land 
for intensive agriculture, and climatic conditions. For reclamation 
entries, the adverse effects of these factors are minimized prior to 
entry approval. Hence, reclamation tracts have a better chance of 
success even though the unit is small. The human element, that is the 
managerial and other capabilities of the operator, plays an important 
role in determining the success or failure of entries of all types. 
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The average size of patented entries is substantially less’ than 
the maximum permissible acreage under each authority. This raises a 
question--should there be a minimum permissible acreage for entry in 
view of the economic pressures (economy of size), and also a higher 
maximum? The answer seems to be definitely "yes" for desert land 
entries and enlarged homesteads. A minimum may be in order also for. 
homestead ordinary and reclamation entries. 


A comparison of permissible maximum acres and average size of 
patented entries follows: 4 


Patented entries 


Maximum Average ~S~Percentage of 
Type acres acres maxinnm 
Homestead, ordinary 160 128 80 
Homestead, enlarged 320 22a 69 
Desert land 320 199 62 
Reclamation homestead 160 131 82 


Of the various types, reclamation entries lead in the value of 
improvements on both a per tract ($27,000) and per acre ($206) basis. 
These compare with $20,000 and $97 respectively, for desert land 
entries, $13,000 and $97 for homestead ordinary entries, and about 
$4,800 and $21 for enlarged homestead patented entries. 


Improvements on reclamation lands are primarily related to 
preparing the tracts for irrigation and require large investments in 
items such as leveling, ditching, and pipelines. Such improvements are 
also factors of importance to desert land entries, but in addition, 
residences and general farm buildings appear to be more generally found 
on the latter type. 


Ordinary homestead entries have a rather high average amount of 
improvements, but a substantial proportion relates to the cost or 
value of the residence. For this type of entry the entryman must 
establish residence and live on the tract a specified period to earn 
patent. If successful, he may make a heavy investment in a house 
before or after patent. Even should he fail and the tract become 
idle, some of the value of the residence may be retained for some time. 
It was noted that a number of patented entries now idle, perhaps 
abandoned, still have substantial value of improvements reported with 
the residence accounting for a large proportion. 
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The homestead enlarged patented entries tend to have few improve- 
ments since many operators do not reside on the land and their agricul- 
tural activities are of the less intensive type. There are exceptional 
instarices of successful entrymen who reside on the original patented 
tract and who have acquired additional land and made many improvements. 
In such cases the improvements often include a substantial residence, 
storage facilities, fences, and general farm buildings. 


In general the patented acres. are used primarily for various forms 
of intensive agriculture, although some, particularly desert land and 
homestead enlarged acreages, have become parts of farm units whose major 
source of income is from livestock production. 


Reclamation patented acres tend to be used almost exclusively to 
produce income from highly intensive crops such as citrus, potatoes, 
beans, and sugar beets, Few reclamation acres are idle compared with 
homestead ordinary patented acres. Many of the latter type are part 
of patented tracts which have been temporarily or even permanently 
abandoned and to a considerable degree these account for the low average 
income per farm unit (about $2,600) to which the homestead ordinary 
patented acres belong. 5 


Crops are the principal source of income for farm units containing 
patented acres, all types and this is the intent of the laws. Based on 
patented entries for which information is available, the approximate 
percentage of gross farm income from crops for each type is: reclamation, 
95 percent; homestead ordinary, 80 percent; homestead enlarged, 75 
percent; and desert land, 60 percent. 
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APPENDIX 


A RESUME OF THE WORK PROCEDURES AND METHODS USED IN SELECTING APPLICATION 
CASE FILES FOR THE STUDIES OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES AND DISPOSITION 


EXPERIENCE OF INTENSIVE AGRICULTURE ENTRIES ON PUBLIC LANDS 
Administrative Procedures 


The three basic sources of information were: 
1. Existing literature. 


2. Application case files of the Bureau of Land Management, U.S. 
Department of the Interior. 


3. Informed persons, mainly personnel of the Bureau of Land 
Management. 


Relatively little literature was found aside from the records of 
the Bureau. In fact, only a few excerpts were available for supporting 
the new information gained from application case files. Bureau personnel 
were cooperative and very helpful in explaining administrative proce- 
dures, terminology, and problem areas. 


The task of choosing the sample was difficult because of the lack 
of a master listing of entries and patents, and much exploratory work 
was necessary to-ascertain the most feasible plan for meeting the 
Commission's stipulation "that this will include ten case studies for 
each major disposal authority, selected as broadly representative of 
original and final entries and patents granted for sales under each 
authority." This poised the question of how to select cases without 
first making a complete tabulation of all entries and patents by type. 
Obviously, time and resources were inadequate for such a voluminous 
undertaking. Also to be considered in the sampling design were the 
distribution factors: (1) geographic, (2) chronology, (3) type, and 
(4) case status. ‘Ss 


These and other sampling problems were discussed with represent- 
atives of PLLRC and the Bureau. It was learned that the Bureau had 
made a tabulation (print-out) of the status of some 26,000 applications 
as part of an effectiveness study initiated in 1960. The print-out 
listed all applications received under the Homestead, Desert Land and 
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Pittman Acts for the period 1950-1959, by States in serial order. It 
was decided that this record would be the most logical base from which 
to proceed in selecting a broadly representative sample. 


The tabulation included over 1,400 applications for which final 
disposition was unknown when the print-out was made in August nO GIL t 
was decided to obtain information on the current status of these 1,400 
applications and to use those patented prior to 1964 as the universe 
from which the cases for study would be randomly selected. The group 
was made up of 1,220 desert land, 134 ordinary homestead, and 55 
enlarged homestead cases. Using this group as a universe the following 
steps were taken to develop the supplemental information on status: 


1. Applications were arrayed by States, by types. 


2. For desert land cases, a 20 percent sample was drawn of the 
1,220 applications by randomly determining the first case (California 
#31), the second being 31 + 5 = 36, the third 36 + 5 = 41, and so on 
until 245 files had been selected. 


3. Homestead applications, 134 ordinary and 55 enlarged, were all 
brought up to date, mainly at the request of the Bureau, in order to 
increase the likelihood that the various situations would be included 
and to assure the needed number of patented cases for study. 


4, These decisions resulted in a new universe of 434 cases from 
which to make the random selection of cases to be studied. 


The sample derived from the updated cases was developed in the 
following manner: 


1. In consultation with PLLRC and Bureau personnel, it was agreed 
that the study would consist of the following: 


Cases Cases Total 

Type patented cancelled cases 
Homestead, ordinary 15 9 24 
Homestead, enlarged 24 2 26 
Desert land 25 alah 36 
Reclamation homestead 28 -- 28 
Total 92 22 114 


Toys desert land, 134 ordinary homestead, and 55 enlarged homestead 


=the sample numbers greatly exceed the original planned number of 
ten for each type so that they would be more likely to include the varied 
problems and circumstances encountered in the administration of the acts. 
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2. For updated cases, a tabulation was made by States to ascertain 
the number of each type that had been cancelled, relinquished, patented, 
or with ection still pending. Hence, a new universe was determined for 
each type and status group. 


3. The sampling rate was determined for each group: “cases to 
be studied" to "total"; that is, one of two, one of three or whatever 
the proportion needed to produce the predetermined number for study. 
The first case was selected on the basis of a randomly determined case 
number followed by the second and subsequent selections (x = first 
case, x + y = second case, x + 2y = third, when y = interval reflecting 
sampling rate). 


The selection was modified arbitrarily in a few instances so as 
to include when possible at least one case for each State, when, due 
to the small number, no case was included in the sample by means of 
the random drawing. An example would be a State with only two patented 
cases and a sampling rate of one of five or 20 percent. Conceivably, 
this might result in no case being selected for that State. If such 
were the case, then a drawing was made to determine which of the two 
would be included so as to make the base of the sample as inclusive of 
various situations as possible. 


4, Reclamation files had to be selected differently because there 
was no tabulation of applications, entries or patents for use as a 
universe in setting a sample. A number of actions were taken, the 
major ones being: 


(a) In conferences with the Bureau of Land Management, 
Reclamation Service and PLLRC personnel, it was decided to limit 
the study to patented lands in the five major reclamation areas: 


1. Shoshone Project, Wyoming 
2. Riverton Project, Wyoming 


3. Coachella Division, All American Canal Project, 
California 


4, Yuma Project, Arizona 
5. Minidoka Project, Idaho 
(b) It was concluded further that 28 cases would be selected 
with the following distribution among projects: 7, 5, 5, 6, and 


5 respectively. By States, the distribution became Arizona 5, 
California 5, Idaho 6, Wyoming 12. 
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indicated number of reclamation files for each area 
was Ae noe selected from the files for each project, giving 
2 attention to the time and geographic distribution factors. tae 
sample was constructed so as to include patented cases for ri 
of the 11 years within the time period under study, 1950-19 : 
inclusive. The 28 cases had the following time distribution: 


1950 3 1956 ee: 
nO 52: 2 EH = 
1952 3 1958 2 
NCIS: 2 1959 2 
1954 3 1960 1 
1952 4 — 
Total 28 


Disposition Experience 


Two sources of information were available. From the application 
ease files of the Bureau of Land Management, basic information was 
obtained in regard to: - 


. Name of patentee 

Disposal authority 

Acres patented 

. Date of patent 

Legal description and location 


ne Se he 


tion included the patentee in a few 
nformed local people associated with 
Agriculture, the States and 
information were the following 


The second source of informa 
instances but consisted of well i 
the agencies of the U.S. Department of 
counties. The principal contributors of 
agencies: 


U.S. Department of Agriculture . . 
Seti cALAENEL Stabilization and Conservation Service 
| Soil Conservation Service 
Forest Service 
Extension Service in the States 
State Department of Agriculture ; 
Bureau of Reclamation, Department of the Interior 


County Recorders and Assessors 
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These sources cooperated in developing information on the following 
subjects for each entry: 


1. Present ownership of the patented land 

2. Use of the patented land 

3. Value of improvements on patented land 

4. Total acres in farm unit(s) containing the patented land 
5 


» Amount and source of gross farm income for unit(s) to which 
the patented acres belong (estimated gross income from crops 
and livestock) 


So far as possible, the same cases were used in this part of the 
study as were used in the study of administrative procedures. However, 
the number to be studied was larger so it was necessary to augment the 
number of selected cases by making an additional random selection from 
the remaining patent cases in the group whose status had been updated. 
The basic procedure was the same as previously outlined. 


The predetermined goal for this study set by PLLRC was that "it will 
be based on 75 case examples selected by the contractor in consultation 
with PLLRC to represent a range of conditions and laws; 25 examples will 
be selected to represent actions taken under the Desert Land Act, 25 will 
represent actions under the Reclamation Homestead Act, and 25 will 
represent actions under the other Homestead Acts (original, enlarged, 


and others)." As selected, the patented cases were distributed as 
follows: 


Homestead Desert All 
Ordinary Enlarged Total land Reclamation types 


Arizona aoe -== ree ei 5 6 
California 3 at 4 2 5 ek 
Colorado a 6 ae oe 6 
Idaho ax 1 1 6 6 13 
Montana --- ab al --- va 
Nevada 7 --- “a 12 “<= 19 
New Mexico 3 at 4 zl --- 5 
Oregon ae, a ky 1 --- ale 
Utah 1 US 16 all --- 17 
Washington --- == === o=— 5 a 
Wyoming --- --- = o—= Ay? ae 
Total ie) 24 39 25 28 92 
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———————— — - 


After selection of the cases, there remained the problem of 
collecting the information. Because of the scattered distribution, 
limited resources, and time for making the study, it became apparent 
that it would be impractical for project personnel to attempt to 
obtain information by visiting the locations except in areas of heavy 
concentration. Hence, a combination of methods was used. Project 
personnel did visit areas in Colorado, Utah, and Arizona, principally 
in the vicinity of Cortez, Colorado, and Monticello, Utah, Prior to 
making these contacts, arrangements were made with national and State 
administrators for assistance from their local agency representatives. 
In general, these and other persons proved to be very cooperative and 
able to supply reliable information from their own knowledge of the 
entries or from agency records, Mails and telephone facilities were 
also extensively used with good success. In a few instances, it was 
not possible to obtain data for some items due to remoteness of land 
and absence of the owner or operator. 


The information for the homestead reclamation entries was developed 


by the Bureau of Reclamation from its project records of established 
farm units within the reclamation area. 
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PERMITTED USES OF PUBLIC LANDS 


FOR INTENSIVE AGRICULTURE 


Max Myers and William Folkerts 


I. INTRODUCTION 


Prior to 1900 the private use of federal lands usually occurred 
without specifie permits and without effective exisrts au SPeveavac= or 
regulation. Federal lands were grazed, roads were built, and timber 
was cut. The General Land Office tried on occasion to stop such 
trespasses, but the Congress and the public either were indifferent 


or encouraged such uses, 


In 1897 the Forest Reserve Act brought doses FOTaSt” Tanas' oies* 
eenstructive administration. In 1934 the Taylor Gz ne Ac He 
legal authority to control grazing on vublic lands a 
halted indiscriminate disposal of public lands, ax 
seres of federal lands as well as 108,668,0CO ecr 


Since the enactment of the Taylor Grazing Act, several agencies of 
the federal government have established leasing or permit practices on 
their respective public lands; however, permits or lease arrangements 
have been made much more frequently for non-agricultural and grazing 
purposes than for intensive agriculture, 


II. REQUIREMENTS, SCOPE AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY 


The requirements for this portion of the study were outlined in 
the work Plan. 


"(1) Classify and tabulate acreage of public lands used for 
intensive agriculture under permit, by States, annually 
for the period 1957-1966. Classify by major type of 
crop and by irrigated and nonirrigated acreage." 


Tyarion Clawson and Burnell Held, The Federal Lands: Their Use 
and Management (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1957), pp. 45-85. 
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"(2) Tabulate payments to the federal government for use of land 
indicated in 3b (1) above by same classifications, and fees 
or rates used as the basis for determining such payments." 


These data were requested of the appropriate federal agencies 
directly by the Public Land Law Review Commission in Washington, D.C. 
Although Commission staff members made repeated requests, information 
provided was fragmentary and incomplete. The reasons for the inability 
or unwillingness of the agencies to supply these data are not known to 
the contractor. (This situation contrasts sharply with the very 
satisfactory responses of most of these same agencies to requests for 
data on other aspects of the study.) Responses of the various agencies 
were as follows: - 


Department of Agriculture 


Forest Service: data for alternate years only, 1957-1968, giving 
the number of special use permits and total acreages. Fees were 
not stated except as ranges. No information on crops grown or 
irrigation was supplied for special use permits. Additional data 
for 1968 on agricultural and cultivation permits included rents 
and acreage irrigated,by forest regions. 


Department of Defense 


ee (Military), Air Force, Army (Civil Works): data for 1966- 
1968 only, giving number, acreage, and rents--no information on 
major crops or irrigation. 


Navy: data for 1966-1968 only, giving number, irrigated and 
dryland acreage, rents, and major crops grown. This is the only 
agency that supplied all the kinds of information needed, but 
data were for 1966-1968 only instead of 1957-1966, as requested. 


Department of the Interior 


Fish and Wildlife Service: data for 1957-1967 giving number of 
permits, acreage under cultivation, government shares or rents. 
Information was incomplete on crops grown and was missing on 
irrigation. Permits were issued under two programs, National 
Wildlife Refuge Farming Program and National Wildlife Refuge 


Haying Program. 
Bureau of Land Management: data for 1968 only, giving number of 


special land use permits and acreage--no information on crops 
grown, rents, or irrigation. 
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Lower Colorado River Land Use Office (Yuma, Arizona): data for 
1957-1966 giving number, acreage and rents--no data on crops 
grown or irrigation. Information included data on trespasses 
from the Lower Colorado River Land Utilization office giving 
number and acreage. 


Wational Park Service: data for 1966 only giving number, 
acreage and rents--no data on crops grown or irrigation. 


Bureau of Reclamation: data for 1957-1966 on leases on withdrawn 
land giving number, acreage, and rents--no information on crops 
grown or irrigation. 


National Aeronautics and Space Administration: data for 1966-1968 only 


giving number of leases, acreage and rents--no data for crops 
grown or irrigation. Information supplied was for Mississippi and 
Florida only. 


Because of the situation outlined above, data could not be analyzed 
in either the depth or the detail desired by the Commission. However, 
it was possible to combine available data and some qualitative informa- 
tion to arrive at tentative findings on permitted uses for intensive 
agriculture. 


ITI. AGENCY LEASE OR PERMIT REQUIREMENTS 


Each agency which leases or permits public lands for intensive 
agriculture has its own regulations. The following is a short summary 
of these regulations as reviewed in "Legal Study of Federal Public 
Land Laws and Policies Relating to Intensive Agriculture."© Only the 
regulations of agencies controlling a substantial quantity of land 
are discussed here. 


Department of Defense 


The military departments may lease lands not presently needed for 
governmental use. The objectives of leasing are to promote the 
national defense or the national economy, to provide maintenance of 
government property by lessees, and to secure the maximum cash return 
to the United States consistent with the achievement of the other 
objectives. 


“Kronick, Maskovitz, Tiedemann and Girard, "Legal Study of 
Federal Public Land Laws and Policies Relating to Intensive Agricul- 
ture," preliminary draft (Public Land Law Review Commission, 1968), 


pp. 393-422. 
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Lands available for leasing are either within military installations 
or on lands acquired for Army Civil Works projects but not being used 
for such purposes. The regulations state that land within military 
installations may be leased for agricultural use while agricultural lands 
acquired for Civil Works projects must be leased in order that-the land 
will not deteriorate from the growth of undesirable vegetation. 


The regulations contain no particular requirements for a lessee. 
Usually leases are awarded through competitive bidding; however, 
negotiated leases are permitted, and preference is given the former 
owner or tenant or his surviving spouse. The amount of land to be 
leased by an individual is not regulated except that large land areas 
must be divided into economic agricultural or grazing units. 


A lease can be revoked at any time. The lease term is for not more 
than five years unless the Secretary determines that the term is not 
in the public interest. Rents are to be not less than fair market value. 


The regulations--and the form leases--used by the military have 
various terms and conditions. Some are standard. Others provide that, 
except under certain conditions, leases shall prohibit production of 
price supported crops. The exceptions usually apply to former owners 
and tenants who are allowed to continue production of crops after the 
land is acquired by the government. In leases of two or more years, 
crop rotation plans are included in use regulations; in leases for two 
years or less, land uses are specified in the leases, The regulations 
further require the lessee to avoid federal cost sharing for soil 
conservation practices because the reduced rent supposedly reflects 
a subsidy. In general, the lessee is to leave the property in as good 
order and condition as it was at the beginning of the lease, normal 
wear and tear excepted. 


Department of Agriculture 


The Department has established policies and procedures for granting 
permits for agricultural use of Forest Service lands, and the Forest 
Service issues terminable special permits for lands which will be 
particularly useful for growing agricultural products. These are (1) 
lands suitable for cultivation which are adjacent to other public lands 
and can be connected therewith, (2) umneeded arable lands at admin- 
istrative sites, (3) acreages too small for homesteading, (4) cultiv- 
able lands included in areas acquired by purchase, exchange, donation, 
or transfer. 


Like the Department of Defense,the Department of Agriculture sets 
no lessee qualifications nor any acreage limitations, but permits are 
granted on the basis of experience and qualifications. The only 
limitation on acreage is that the amount of land permitted be kept as 
small as is consistent with intended use. Rents are established by the 
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Chief of the Forest Service, but the Forest Service Handbook provides 
that the minimum shall be not less than one dollar per acre or five 
dollars per permit. Fees are 1/5 to 1/3 of the average market value 
of crops produced; fees from uneconomic units can be waived in whole 
or in part by offices issuing the permits. 


The permittee is required to carry out soil conservation practices 
as described by the permit, and he must not grow price supported crops 
in surplus supply--subject to the penalty of losing his permit. 


Bureau of Reclamation 


Lands subject to lease are not specified but can be leased to 
United States citizens, domestic corporations, or governmental entities. 
Preference is given to project water users, local settlers or landowners. 
The highest bidder receives the lease except that the owner of land 
acquired by government purchase or condemnation is given preference. 
Leases may be negotiated when negotiation is believed to be: in the best 
interest of the United States. 


Unlike other agencies the Bureau of Reclamation has a policy of not 
leasing lands in units greater than 160 acres without approval of the 
Commissioner. Rents are based on the characteristics of the land and 
are comparable to charges for similar land in the area. 


While statute allows leasing for 50 years, the practice is to grant 
one year leases with an option for four annual renewals. No renewals 
are allowed after the agricultural lease has been in effect for five 
years, but the individual can bid again for the same lease. 


Leases may be assigned if approved by the government and if fees 
incurred are paid; sub-leases may be cancelled when national interest 
so requires. 


Approval of cropping plans must be secured any crops are 
planted. Leases must contain e provision which ts the growing 
of crops in surplus supply, and they usually recuire the incorporation 
of soil conservation practices. 


Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife 


Because of the need to raise feed for wildlife on some of the land 
controlled by the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, the policies 
of this agency differ in three important respects from those of other 
agencies, First, the Bureau prefers to enter into crop sharing arrange- 
ments instead of cash leases or fees, Second, cultivation is allowed 
on lands providing refuge for wildlife. Third, in some cases, the 
Bureau farms its land with its own personnel. 
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as 


Lands subject to lease or agreement are determined by their direct 
or indirect benefit to wildlife using the refuge, and crops grown on 
the land are those deemed necessary and beneficial to wildlife. Usually 
small grains are grown because they are desirable feed. The usual lease 
provides a crop rotation program for each year. 


The only qualification of a lessee is that he be willing and 
equipped to perform the special tasks needed to accomplish the objectives 
of management. Priority is given to lease applicants in the following 


order: (1) former owners, (2) former users, (3) refuge neighbors, (4) others. 


Permits are renewable if performance is satisfactory. 

The Bureau has no acreage limitation but attempts to accommodate 
as many people as possible rather than allowing a few people to mon- 
opolize the land. Rent is of a crop sharing nature and cash leasing 
usually is not acceptable. However, cash leasing is at times the only 
way to keep fields in production. 


Bureau of Land Management 


A unique use of federal lands for intensive agriculture has 
occurred along the lower Colorado River. These lands were withdrawn 
from the public domain by the Bureau of Reclamation for reclamation 
projects. However, over the years, individuals have been using the land 
as trespassers. After trespassing was brought to the attention of 
Washington, attempts were made to remove the illegal occupants. Such 
action was very unpopular, time consuming, and costly, so a decision was 
made to encourage occupants to apply for permits. This program originally 
allowed five year terms, but at present,permits are issued on a year to 
year basis. 


The maximum arable acreage within the permit area is 160 for single 
applicants and 320 for a man and wife. Permittees are required to pay 
an annual rent for use of the land. Efforts to place all occupants 
under permits are continuing, but there still are cases of illegal use. 


The foregoing account gives some idea of the regulations of the 
various agencies which lease or permit the use of agricultural lands 
and also points up the diversity of permit regulations. Such diversity 
reflects variations in the natures and objectives of the agencies. 
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IV. AMOUNTS AND CONTROL OF LANDS INVOLVED 


In order to put the subject of permitted use of intensive agricul- 
tural land into perspective a brief recapitulation of the acreage of 
federal land holdings seems in order. 


The federal government owns approximately 406,299,000 acres in the 
48 contiguous States, or 21 percent of the total acreage. The cor- 
responding figures for the 17 Western States are 371,325,000 acres and 
32 percent (Table 2, p. 4 of this volume). Of total federally owned 
land, about 3,308,000 acres are considered suitable for intensive 
agricultural uses (Table 1, p. 7 of Volume IV); however, only 1,640,000 
are controlled by agencies whose land policies would allow agricultural 
development. 


Three agencies control approximately 75 percent of all federal 
acres in the 48 contiguous States. The Department of Agriculture's 
165,980,000 acres are almost all (165,597,000 acres) under the super- 
vision of the Forest Service. The Department of the Interior has control 
of 210,047,000 acres, 176,000,000 being the responsibility of the Bureau 
of Land Management. The third agency that administers considerable 
federal land is the Department of Defense with approximately 27,425,000 
acres, 


The remaining federal lands in the 48 contiguous States are 
distributed among some 50 different agencies. These include, for | 
example, the Bureau of Prisons with 39,460 acres, the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency with 744 acres and the Bureau of the Mint with 83 acres. 
It is understandable that these agencies would have little, if any, 
land to lease or permit, 


The approximate acreage of federal lands leased (or permitted) for 
intensive agriculture in recent years is about 1,010,000 in the 48 
contiguous States including 596,680 in the 17 Western States. The 
Departments of Defense and Interior control most of these lands. 


V. AN ANALYSIS BY HYPOTHETICAL YEARS 


As was indicated earlier, the data supplied by agencies were 
incomplete and covered differing years or periods. In order to give 
some meaning to the results of analyses it was decided to create 
hypothetical permit years both for the States and for the agencies. 
This was accomplished by averaging the available annual data from each 
agency for each State. Admittedly, some judgment decisions were 
involved, and the resultant measure is less than precise. These 
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hypothetical permit years fall somewhere within the overall period 
1957-1968, but some agencies supplied information ranging over the 
entire period while others provided only very recent data. Since it 
was necessary to use unweighted averages, the overall totals by 
agencies or by States do not correspond exactly. 


Permitted Use, by Agencies (Hypothetical Year) 


The Department of Defense controls most of the federal land 
reported to be leased out for intensive agricultural use. On a hy- 
pothetical permit year basis the Department administered 5,104 permits 
and leases covering 839,483 acres. The total revenue was $2,580,722 
or an average of $3.07 per acre. The reports classified these as Army 
(Civil Works), Army (Military), Air Force and Navy (See Table 1). 


Most of these Department of Defense permits were listed as Army 
(Civil Works). This category included 4,498 permits covering 572,045 
acres. The next smaller category was Army (Military) with 399 permits 
covering 168,804 acres, The Navy and Air Force had 116 and 91 permits 
respectively, covering 82,813 and 19,821 acres. Average permit size 
varied from the Navy's 713 acres to 127 acres for the Army (Civilian 
Works). Army (Military) and Air Force permits averaged 423 and 174 
acres respectively. Rent per acre varied from $1.68 for the Navy to 
$4.44 for the Air Force. Although the Navy had the lowest per acre 
rent of any agency for the hypothetical year, one of its 1968 permits 
in Arizona averaged $180.00 per acre, the highest rent reported by any 


agency. 


The Department of the Interior controls 210,047,000 acres. On the 
basis: of the hypothetical year a total of 1,403 permits was issued on 
179,296 acres, and average permit size was 128 acres. Revenue was not 
calculated because of lack of information for some agencies. 


Seven agencies in the Department of the Interior granted 1,403 
permits covering 179,296 acres as follows: Reclamation, 289; Lower 
Colorado River Land Utilization, 70; Lower Colorado River Land Utiliza- 
tion (trespass), 15; National Wildlife Refuge Farming Program, 581, and 
Haying Program, 361; National Park Service, 66; and Bureau of 
Land Management, 21. Acreages permitted were: Reclamation, 35,069; 
Lower Colorado River Land Utilization, 5,388; Lower Colorado River 
Land Utilization (trespass), 2,950; National Wildlife Refuge Farming, 
111,851 and Haying, 20,162; National Park Service, 3,551; Bureau 
of Land Management, 325 (Table 1). 


Average permit size varied from 193 acres for the National Wildlife 


Refuge Farming Program to 15 acres for the Bureau of Land Management. 
Permit averages of other agencies were as follows: Reclamation, 121; 
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Rent 

per 

acre 

$1 to 
15.00 


Total 
rent 
NA 


Acreage 
144 


per permit 


permit 
acreage 


Total 
--------- - -Average per year------------ 


Number 


thetical year in 48 contiguous States, by agencies 
1,188 


1957-1966 (alt. yrs.) 


Table 1.--Average numbers and acreages of permits, total rents,and rents per acre for hypo- 
Agency and 
period reported 


U.S. Dept. of Agriculture 
Forest Service, 
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15.66 
4.63 
NA 
NA 
NA 
3.16 
NA 


24,955 
NA 
649 852 
51,443 
NA 


796,376 .: 


549,108 


(128) 
121 
77 
197 
193 
56 
54 
3G, 


(179,296) 
35,069 
5,388 
2,950 
111,851 
20,162 
3,551 
325 
3,444 


(1,403) 
289 
70 
15 
581 
361 
66 
21 
ft 


3 


Service 


(Yuma, Arizona), 1957-1968 
Park 


Lower Colorado River LU land 
(trespasses), 1957-1966 

National Wildlife Refuge 
Farming, 1957-1966 

National Wildlife Refuge 


Haying, 1957-1966 


National 


1966 
‘Bureau of Land Management, 1968 


Lower Colorado River LU land 


Dept. of the Interior (total) 
Reclamation, 1957-1966 

National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, 1966-1968 


Lower Colorado River Land Utilization, 77; National Wildlife Refuge 
Haying, 56; and National Park Service, 54, In the lower 
Colorado River area where the government is attempting to halt tres- 
passes, average permit size was less than half that of the average 


trespass. 


Table 2.--Numbers of intensive agricultural permits with total acreages 
and rentals for all agencies, by States, for a hypothetical 
year during the period 1957-1968 


The Forest Service (U.S. Department of Agriculture) controls 


165 597,000 acres in the 48 contiguous States. Approximately 1,188 Number Annual Annua? 
permits a year were issued on 17,094 acres with permits averaging 144 17 Western States permits acreage rent® 
@ereslandireut-persacre. Pernging from $1; to $15- (Table Lys) se emcee tema oma per-Yeay ac. 2--k eee eee 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration had 72 permits on 
3 4 acres with a permit average of 48 acrcs. Average rent per acre Arizona — 101 6,091 $ 15,795 
was the highest of any agency at $77 and total revenue was $265,458 California 4g 58,871 1,557,858 
(Table 1). Colorado 2 > 3 
v 55815 2,384 
Idaho 58 2,839 21,649 
Permitted Use, by States (Eypothetical Year) mere ee gle 357478 
ws, ie. 9td< 
Approximately 8,273 permits covering 1,010,064 acres were reported megs ei SF 136 — 404,909 
for the 48 contiguous States. The average permit size was 122 acres, New Mextes lis 0,288 1525957 
and annual revenue was $5,696,951 (Table 2). Novaae 5 ers ere 
’ “3 
In the 17 Western States there were 3,726 permits covering 596,680 See: 580 128,885 248,198 
acres with an average acreage permit of 160. In the 31 Eastern States reir Deeete a ee 77 9732 
4,547 permits covered 413,384 acres and the average permit was 91 acres. Taxa A ee: sete 
9 i660 47 5 
Kansas had the largest number of permits (708), followed by South Be ia ie 1,837 34555 
Carolina (655), Mississippi (619), Oklahoma (580) and North Dakota (579). yond é 3,949 37,649 
The fewest were in Delaware (2), Maine (3), and Massachusetts (5). ng ? 14,748 2€ 5839 
Rhode Island had none. Subtotal | 3,726 596,680 $3,267,656 
The larger acreages under lease were in Oklahoma (128,889), Kansas ¢ 2 Pe 
(111,754), Texas (91,166), Missouri (82,214), and North Dakota (60,288). (Average permit size--160 acres) 
The smaller acreages were in West Virginia (187) and Vermont (322). 
Revenue figures do not include all money received from all agencies-- 
the Bureau of Land Management and the Forest Service did not report 31 Eastern States 
revenue. The larger annual revenues were in California ($1,557,858), ‘Alabama 118 28.572 0.555 
Iowa ($444,094), Nebraska ($404,909), Kansas ($397,474), and Missouri Arkansas 314 Seon $ ae 
($285,671). Delaware 2 730 10,835 
: ‘ 3 ca Connecticut 9 425 1,025 
There was very little relationship between the numbers of acres Florida 83 B02 gee 
under permit in given States, and total acreage of federally controlled Georgia 70 5924 132749 
land in those States. Kansas, Oklahoma, Mississippi, Texas and Missouri, THIANOLE 334 27,57, 213,380 
for example, had rather large numbers of permits or acreages for Indiana 134 18,780 78,813 
intensive agriculture and relatively small amounts of federal lands. Towa 352 46.622 hddy” O94 
California, on the other hand had both large amounts of federal lands Kentucky 138 92797 512317 
and a large number of permits (499 for 98,871 acres). { ie: 
238 
*see footnote at end of table, 
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Table 2.--Numbers of intensive agricultural permits with total acreages 
and rentals for all agencies, by States, for a hypothetical 
year during the period 1957-1968, continued 


Louisiana 


Mississippi 
Missouri 

New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New York 
North Carolina 
Ohio 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
Vermont 
Virginia 

West Virginia 
Wisconsin 


Sub-total 


(Average permit size--91 acres) 


Grand total 


(Average permit size--122 acres) 


*Excludes revenues from LU trespasses in Arizona and California, 
Forest Service special use permits and Bureau of Land Management because 
of missing data--no average revenue calculated because of missing data. 


VI. AN EXAMINATION OF THE DATA AS REPORTED 


Data reported directly by the agencies complement the information 
gained through analysis of hypothetical permit years and are of addi- 
tional value in two respects: first, actual data from a particular 
agency, year, or State modifies the data provided by hypothetical years; 
for example, in the previous discussion of the number of permits by 
States and agencies, the hypothetical year supplied no information on 
the number and acreages of permits during the included years. Second, 
actual data provide information on items which cannot be treated by 
hypothetical years. 


Data by States and years as supplied by the agencies, indicate that 
the number of permits at the end of the report period was not signifi- 
cantly greater or smaller than at the beginning. Eowever fluctuations 
within the period were common. North Dakota is a case in point (Table 
5, Appendix B). In 1967, there were 285 permits; in 1964, only 58; in 
1961, 319; and in 1958, 108. Other States had fluctuations but not to 
this extreme. 


Acreages also fluctuated within the period. However, there seemed 
to be only slight changes, if any, in permitted acreage through the 
reported years as a whole. Since the number of permits and the acreages 
remained about the same, there is no reason to believe that a change 
occurred in average permit size. 


Average rent per acre has been generally increased over the years 
by some agencies like the Bureau of Reclamation and the Department of 
Defense. Rents of other agencies have fluctuated tc the extent that no 
conclusion could be reached. One extreme example of an increase occurred 
on Navy lands in Arizona where the average rent per acre was $57.00 in 
1966 and 1967 but was $180.00 in 1968 (Table 12, Appendix B). Other 
increases were on lands in the Lower Colorade River Land Use project 
where the average rents per acre for Arizona and California were $.78 and 
$.54 respectively in 1957, and steadily increased until 1966 when they were 
$8.35 and $5.43, respectively. Such increases may help explain the 
reluctance of trespassers to seek permits (Tables 2 and 3, Appendix B). 


Data from the Navy, only agency to report major crops, indicates 
that high value and high intensity crops tend te have the highest 
returns per acre. A permittee growing lemons in Arizona paid a rent of 
$180.00 an acre, and rent of several other lemon growing permittees 
averaged $98.14 per acre in the same State. All these high returns were 


3Data supplied by the agencies are in Appendix ©, Appendix A 
tables are summaries of B tables. 
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from irrigated lands. However, not all Navy lands have water available 

and if not, the rent per acre is lower. For example, Wyoming permittees 
growing hay paid an average of $.07 per acre. While all dryland is not 

so dry as Wyoming, rent per acre is not consistently lower. Permittees 

in New Jersey who grow truck crops on dryland paid an average of $62.50 

an acre. Nevertheless, high-value crops and irrigation demanded the 


premium rents. 


While other agencies did not report crops grown or whether land was 
irrigated or not, a look at total rents paid per acre indicates that 
generally high rents were paid in States usually thought of as having 
heavy rainfall or where irrigation is the most practical means of 
growing a crop. California and New Mexico, two States that rely exten- 
sively on irrigation, charged $27.22 and $14.71 an acre, respectively, 
for reclamation lands (Table 1, Appendix A). Rents in the dryland States 
of North Dakota, Montana, and Colorado averaged $1.32, $.94, and $2.01 
an acre, respectively. 


An examination of the data supplied by the Department of Defense 
also reveals a close relation between high rents and land capacity. 
California had the highest average rent per acre, $52.00 for Air Force 
lands. In New Jersey an average rent per acre of $21.53 was paid for 
Army (Military) lands and in New Hampshire, $69.21. In general, the 
highest average rent per acre for Army lands were in the Eastern States. 
Rentals in dryland States were $.67 an acre for Army (Military) lands 
in South Dakota, $.98 for Air Force land in Oklahoma, and $1.01 in South 
Dakota for Army (Civil Works) acres. 


Since information on irrigation and crops is lacking, the extremes 
in rent within an agency and among agencies within a State are inexplain- 
able. The diversity within agencies can be seen in Table 10, Appendix A, 
where rents range from a low average of $.51 in Florida to the $69.21 
already mentioned for Army (Civil Works) lands in New Hampshire. Dis- 

rities within a State are illustrated by Florida with a range from 
Pe for Army (Civil Works) lands to $81.60 an acre for National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration lands, 
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VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 


During the last seventy years many laws and regulations have been 
developed to permit and regulate various private uses of the public 
lands, including those for intensive agriculture. These are admin- 
istered by several agencies. 


Since the information supplied by the responsible agencies was 
inadequate and incomplete, the plan to classify and tabulate acreages, 
rates, and revenues by crops produced on irrigated and drylands for the 
various agencies and all 48 contiguous States had to be curtailed. A 
more limited tabulation and analysis were prepared; from this process 
only a few conclusions can be drawn, and these must be considered 
tentative. 


The device of hypothetical permit years was utilized, and addi- 
tional, actual, fragmentary data reported were scrutinized closely. For 
the period studied, approximately 8,273 permits were issued on 1,010,064 
acres. These permits returned $5,656,951 for the hypothetical year. 

The Department of Defense had the largest number of permits and acreage 
as well as the largest amount of revenue. Within that department Army 
(Civil Works) issued the largest number of permits and acres and had the 
largest total revenue. The smallest number of permits was granted by 

the Bureau of Land Management. It also had the smallest permitted 
acreage. Kansas had the largest number of permits granted while Oklahoma 
had the largest permitted acreage. 


While the number of permits varied from State to State and agency 
to agency, and also fluctuated within the period studied, there was no 
major change over the years. No significant variation in total permitted 
acreages occurred, and there appeared to be no change in permit size--as 
the permits fluctuated, so did the acreage. 


Revenue from permits increased during the study period in a large 
number of States. Some States experienced a drastic increase while in 
others, revenue increased less, remained constant, or decreased; however, 
large fluctuations in rent were evident within agencies and States as 
well as from State to State and agency to agency. 


From the limited data on crops, the indications are that high value 
crops return the largest rents and that irrigated lands also increase 
rent per acre. A combination of irrigation and high value crops would 
seem to return the largest rents; however, due to the lack of information 
on land capabilities it is difficult to draw a firm conclusion. 
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APPENDIX A 


SUMMARY OF PERMITS FOR INTENSIVE AGRICULTURAL LAND USE 
ISSUED BY FEDERAL DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES FOR VARIOUS 


AGENCY PROGRAMS BETWEEN 1957 AND 1968,5Y STATES 


Table Page 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


ail Buredusotmheclamation ss sivelis cs) is) e's.) s 6 A hese cd Re) 
2 Lower Colorado River LU Office (Yuma, Arizona) .....- 246 
3 Phish and Waldliteliservace:— harming’ <) sa. 6s « « 6 « «0 27 
4 Fish and Wildlife Service - Haying .....e+«+-e-+.e 249 
3) Nati onadmParice cera Cam. (sical cu ee eam eetem eile) ‘se nel open Se O 
6 Bureaupot Land) Management < .ysnsee cles eke © « « 6 ene50 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
7 NEMS Sova Bole ino D op o> .0 Oto OW Goo o oer or 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
8 Army (Mids tary,)) aemsthsie rel cele (eRe ie CRE PE CaS) 
9 Arinye: (Givacle Works) Mmm.) oo GMA Awsome ena co one, v2St 
10 J Mls Ree A Peo Sy Gs kOe pe See eae cL du Cece) SA py Aor 
11 NEVA? Pe eee ecmon Cho” Deca ters Se Ree ere ste ete OO 
12 NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION . . . 2. 2 2 « ZC. 
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Table Al.--United States Department of the Interior: Agricultural 
leases on reclamation withdrawn land, 1957-1966 


State (no data Total Total Total Average 
available for number acreage rent annual 
omitted States) annual fee per 
leases acre 
Arizona 7 490 $° 800 Sao 
California 25857 1,764 4,803,728 27322 
Colorado 7 803 1,612 ZrO 
Idaho 77 4,320 24,754 5.73 
Montana 217 27,5545 26,018 94 
Nebraska Be 1,200 5,600 4,67 
Nevada 1 5,677 275 205 
New Mexico 10 380 55591 14.71 
North Dakota , 3 513 678 L392 
Oregon 185 59,590 578,162 9.70 
Utah 27 1,236 1,626 132 
Washington 13 195 1,617 8.29 
Wyoming 453 72,254 40,617 256 
Total 2,889 350,686 $5,491,078 $15.67 


Source: See page 335. 


Table A2.--United States Department of the Interior: Lower Colorado 
River Land Use Office (Yuma, Arizona), 1957-1966 


State (no data Total Total Total Average 


available for number acreage rent annual 

omitted States) annual fee per 
permits acre 

Arizona 341 22,514 $142,236 $6.42 

California 360 31,368 107,310 3.42 

Total 1,006 136,811° $249, 546 $1.78 


Source: See page 335. 


*Includes 154 trespasses involving 29,498 acres in Arizona and 251 
trespasses involving 53,431 acres in California. 
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Table A3.--United States Department of the Interior: 


Fish and Wildlife 


Service National Wildlife Refuge Farming Program, 1957-1966 


State (no data Total Total Total 
available for number acreage rent® 
omitted States) annual 
permits 

Alabama 698 733307 $ 656,374 
Arizona 0 2,160 75370 
Arkansas 90 32,879 468,481 
California 158 219,392 6,859, 541 
Colorado 0 8,164 218,780 
Delaware 23 6,800 104,820 
Florida 0 7,619 86,234 
Georgia 22 10,403 98,833 
Idaho Ay 73213 155,088 
Illinois 661 84,788 713,835 
Iowa 114 20,983 305,821 
Kansas 126 28,771 366,428 
Kentucky 160 19,971 373,061 
Louisiana 15 2,460 51,657 
Maine 0 894 15,562 
Maryland 3 9,147 204,376 
Massachusetts 0 1,859 13,600 
Michigan 222 28,706 351,753 
Minnesota 19 4,992 26,983 
Mississippi 129 26,118 QE A 
Missouri 360 76,165 1,178,029 
Montana 258 36,266 285,257 
Nebraska 10 390 17,208 
Nevada d: 35132 33,767 


See footnote at the end of the table. 
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Table A3.--United States Department of the Interior: Fish and Wildlife 
Service National Wildlife Refuge Farming Program, 1957-1966--continued 


State (no data Total Total Total 
available for number acreage rent? 
omitted States) _ annual 
permits 

New Jersey i 767 $ 5,022 
New Mexico 7 19,917 153,809 
New York 10 1,709 15,716 
North Carolina 47 9,557 98,810 
North Dakota 1,002 103,092 633,802 
Ohio 16 1,934 10,088 
Oklahoma 6 2,239 4,361 
Oregon 35 : 16,400 193,316 
Pennsylvania 13 574 5,921 
South Carolina 89 22,782 Bice, 
South Dakota 293 4d, 539 418,534 
Tennessee ~ 726 75,586 753,145 
Texas 76 25,647 95,649 
Utah 0 697 1335527 
Vermont ah 907 7,419 
Virginia 0 2, Sel 93,555 
Washington a2 16,408 223,109 
Wisconsin 362 21,681 403,908 
Wyoming 0 38, 549 2255435 

Total 5,809 1,118,508 $6,498,518 


Source: See page 335. 


"Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share, 
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Table A4.--United States Department of the Interior: Fish and Wildlife 
Service National Wildlife Refuge Haying Program, 1956-1966 


State (m data Total number Total Total 
available for annual permits acreage rent® 
omitted States) 


Alabama 4 48 ¢ 176 
California 69 20,731 176 488 
Colorado 121 19,215 58,662 
Delaware 4 152 or 
Georgia 4 4 43 
Idaho 105 10,667 36,653 
Illinois 70 3,898 2,924 
Iowa 2 97 183 
Kansas 158 9,661 18,094 
Kentucky 5 252 Ay 
Maine 24 228 B85 
Massachusetts 29 950 950 
Michigan 143 S\ give 10,583 
Minnesota 74 1,650 2,083 
Mississippi 26 338 599 
Missouri 31 523) 1,080 
Montana 346 525973 535345 
Nebraska 231 15,865 Veperee 
Nevada 2 4, 540 6,181 
New Jersey 6 207 --- 
New Mexico 3 116 Ay 
New York 39 1,010 2,809 
North Dakota 1,013 535655 91,139 
Ohio 12 487 525 
Oklahoma al 160 re 
Oregon 23 Zee Sips 
Pennsylvania 69 Lai 3,689 
South Dakota Bly 4,649 8,078 
Tennessee 50 1,279 453 
Texas 13 600 15362 
Utah 9 320 2,929 
Vermont 63 1,633 65277 
Washington 96 4,675 15,707 
Wisconsin 198 5,666 1,999 

Total 3,161 201,624 $514,435 


Source: See page 335. 


"Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 
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Table A5.--United States Department of the Interior: National Park 
Service, 1966 


State (no data Total Total Total Average 
available for number acreage rent annual 
omitted States) annual fee per 
permits acre 
Minnesota 1 55 $ 83 $1.51 
Nebraska 26 1,509 5,408 3.58 
North Dakota 38 1,981 55724 2.89 
South Dakota 1 6 18 3.00 
Total 66 3,551 $11,233 $3.16 


Source: See page 335. 


Table A6é,--United States Department of the Interior: Bureau of Land 
Management, 1968 


State (no data Total Total 
available for number acres 
omitted States) permits 
Idaho ak 29.57 
Montana 8 120.00 
Utah ae 75.00 
Wyoming 10 100.00 
Total Fal, 324.57 


Source: See page 335. Note: No rental data available. 
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Table A7.--United States Department of Agriculture: Forest Service 
special use permits, alternate years 1957-1965 


State (no data Total number Total Annual fee 
available for annual permits acreage per acre® 
omitted States) 


Alabama 73 514 $2.00°'- $ 8.00 
Arizona 253 3,093 LOO c= = 5500 
Arkansas 155 3,167 150i = LO sO 
California 416 1,935 2.50 or 7% of land 
value whichever is greater 
Colorado 215 B557> 00 =F 5500 
Florida 39 1,149 3.00 - 15.00 
Georgia 158 1,581 (1.00 - 6,00 
Idaho 173 2,949 1, 00st e000 
Illinois 238 3,471 100) =r. 00 
Indiana 147 970 1,00 - 11.00 
Kentucky 23 82 Not available 
Louisiana 154 5525) 1, 00h == 6.00 
Michigan 4 567 I, 00a LO 
Minnesota 41 507 1 00) = dl 00 
Mississippi 365 6,644 1.00 - 10.00 
Missouri All 4,640 1 002. 00 
Montana 330 3,566 5.00 permit or 1.00 
: per acre 
Nevada Al. 57 2.00 N=ne5. 00 
New Hampshire 16 13 a OO mm uaale, OO 


See footnotes at the end of the table. 
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Table A7.--United States Department of Agriculture: Forest Service Table A8.--Department of Defense: Army (Military), 1966-1968 
special use permits, alternate years 1957-1965--contimed 


State (no data Total Total Total Average 
State (no data Total number Total Annual fee available for number acreage rent annual 
available for annual permits acreage per acre® omitted States) annual rent per 
omitted States) permits are 
New Mexico 148 1,474 $1.00 - $ 5.00 "abana 79 60,690 $ 69,906 $-2515 
North Carolina 471 3,104 1.50 - 7.50 Arkansas 8 1,125 3,249 2.89 
California ait 3,484 29,700 8552 
North Dakota 132 9,057 5.00 permit or Georgia 2 630 
1.00 per acre Tllinois 204 36, B44 230,001 6.24 
Ohio 147 970 P00 =e L100 Indiana 187 40,974 159 045 3.88 
Iowa 91 22,800 298 , 834 13.12 
Oregon 208 35579 1.00 - 15.00 Kansas 138 60,536 35,032 2.23 
Pennsylvania dy 72 2200) ul LIS00 Kentucky 19 55398 4,347 -81 
; Maryland 20 1,207 13,050 10.81 
South Carolina Ao 10,452 B00 - 8.00 Mississippi 9 5,808 4,818 83 
South Dakota 232 5,612 2,00'= ».5200 Missouri 3 3,657 15,363 4,20 
bo, Montana Be 667 250i 3.01 
Tennessee yy 1,376 4,00 - 8.00 Nebraska 36 45,364 147,205 3.24 
Texas 167 2,664 O08 = LOL 00 New Jersey 3 1,400 21.53 
New York 3 54 210 3.89 
Utah 87 1,571 2.00 - 5.00 North Carolina 3 1,296 2,100 1.62 
Vermont 15 62 TA) TEE OYe) North Dakota 2 180 254 1.41 
dias da : Ohio 52 33.5269 Zl, : 
Virginia AL 92 Not available Oklahoma 33 39, 1a 51,251 peers 
Washington o4 483 1.00 - 15.00 Oregon 4 2 453 1.89 
Pennsylvania 57 20,419 19,836 -97 
West Virginia 178 935 Not available South Dakota 5 43,733 29,435 67 
wilseonsin 78 888 7.00 - 11200 Tennessee 139 65,264 164,466 Zope 
Texas 6 3,521 10,895 3.09 
Wyoming 54 3,176 Lee = — Salo Utah 6 3,657 6,183 1.69 
Virginia 5} 230 eke ee 
Total 55943 85,472 Washington 3 453 456 1.01 
Wisconsin 71 6,365 38, 282 6.01 
Source: See page 335, - Total 1,198 506,414 $1,459,756 $ 2.88 
Note: Rental data not available. 
2only ranges of cost per acre available. Source: See page 335. 
) 225 
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Table A9.--Department of Defense: Army (Civil Works), 1966-1968 
Table Al0.--Department of Defense: Air Force, 1966-1968 


State (no data Total Total Total Average Sa eae 
available for number acreage rent annual 
omitted States) annual rent per State (no data Total Total Total Average 
permits acre available for number acreage rent annual 
omitted States) annual rent per 
; i acre 
Alabama 3 429 $ 300 $ 0.70 veges 
Arkansas 814 93,894 140,690 1.50 ee ONTO —e——— 
California 168 "29,281 291,620 9.96 2 888 206 $ 0.23 
Colorado 47 6,968 13,439 1.93 Ae : 
Connecticut 26 1,275 3,084 2.42 California 2 20 1,040 52.00 
Delaware at 106 1,060 10.00 AG: 152 1,247 8.20 
Florida 2 130 "66 51 theese ; Z ci 
Georgia 104 13,203 8,362 .63 Indiana 2 2,366 1,650 70 
Illinois 45h 17,038 193,866 11.38 14 36 2.42 
Indiana 127 125407 75,735 6.10 anne ? : 
Iowa 928 110,599 941, 304 8.51 Kansas 51 31,828 141,746 AUS 
Kansas 1,844 227,220 898 , 397 3595 el cans 1,940 2.03 
Kentucky "337 17,881 37,673 2:11 geese ha A aa : 
Maryland 2 2 10 5.00 Maryland 1 36 180 5-00 
Massachusetts 7 202 186 92 : 142 83 5.87 
Mississippi 1,581 156,915 521,512 3052 + sae 3 
Missouri 1,206 217,056 487,084 2.21 Nebraska 9 1,894 27 » Sit 14.54 
Nebraska 205 24, 534 114,661 4.67 : 68 160 ra 
New Hampshire 65 4 he. 305,976 69.21 ag r & 
New Jersey 3 1,800 2,700 1.50 North Dakota 156 1,750 3,407 1.95 
New York 29.2 3,090 3,718 1.20 aon 26.168 31 
North Carolina dp 3, 59h 85141 2.27 ao a les eis =e 
North Dakota 784 121,315 220,350 1.82 Oklahoma 2 806 790 98 
Ohio 9 2,421 10,753 4 Ady 1.350 82 
Oklahoma 1,684 282,928 660,714 2.34 Tennessee 1 232 935 5 
Oregon 6 105 525 5.00 Texas r 1 610 1,269 2.08 
Pennsylvania 86 4,639 5,699 123 gee 638 L, 
South Carolina 14 1,008 1,100 1.09 WaskineS ye 3 me : bi 
South Dakota 554 92,050 93,280 1.01 Wisconsin 1 520 480 92 
Tennessee 931 30,356 70,086 Qo 3k x 
Texas oi. 225,309 500,670 2u22 Total 273 47 465 $210,994 $4.45 
Vermont 6 168 294 1.75 : 
Virginia 266 i332 21, 360 1.92 SS re oe ne ee Sa 
Washington 25 2,647 20,232 7.64 Z 
aga 3 ’ 12 *120 10.00 Source: See page 335. 
Total : 13,406 1,716,135 $5,654,767 $ 3.29 


Source: See page 335. 
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APPENDIX B 


PERMITS AND LEASES ISSUED BY FEDERAL DEPARTMENTS 
AND AGENCIES FOR VARIOUS PROGRAMS, BY 


STATES BETWEEN 1957 AND 1968 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Reclamation .»...«+.«ez*wse-eceevee 
Lower Colorado River Land Use Office .....-s 
Lower Colorado River Land Use Office (Trespasses) 
Fish and Wildlife Service - Farming . 
Fish and Wildlife Service - Haying . 
NatPonah Park GSTViCes sacle outs ls 6 
Bureau of Land Management ......- 


oe ee # @ 
6 6 @- ie 2-6) 


oe 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Army (Military) .. 
LAPRHONCE He sit el sis 
Army (Civil Works) 
NAV erste a, cages aw: 


Ova) 8 Va 
are, 6 ie 
ee e @ 
eo 8 © « 
ee e© @ @ 
° 
i en ee 
e © ¢ @ 
e 
e 8 @ 6 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION... . 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Morestmoerv ces. DyeStaLes))= ssi ss) site! wo loiMel “els [eae 
Borestuservices (by RegdOus) a wi wi s.se tls) wo s).< te 
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Table B1.--U.S. Department of Interior agricultural leases on Bureau of 


Arizona 


California 


Colorado 


Sources: 


Reclamation withdrawn land by States, 1957-1966 


Total 


1957 
1958 


See page 335 


Number Acreage 


490 


18,184 
18,626 
18,267 
18,189 
16,424 
15,547 
17,649 
18 ,373 
17,612 
17,612 


15057 176,483 


“calculated from acreage and total rent reported 
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83 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 
120 


803 


Rent 


Total Per acre 
$50 $ 1.25 
50 1.25 
50 1.25 
50 1.25 
200 1.82 
200 1.82 
200 1.82 
$800 $1.63 (Av.) 
$425,244 $23.39 
423,315 22.73 
435, 23.86 
4.38 ,890 24.13 
483,267 29.42 
524,655 33.74 
550,100 spigaly, 
401,104 21.83 
564 i} 097 30 e 03 
557,210 31.64 
$4,803,728 $27.22 (Av.) 
$166 $ 2.00 
241 2.01 
241 2.01 
241 2.01 
241 2.01 
241 2.01 
241 2.01 
$1,612 $ 2.01 (Av.) 


Bureau of 
b1 Bl.--U.S. Department of Interior agricultural leases on 
mete Reclamation withdrawn land by States, 1957-1966--contimed 


a a eA A ee 


— at 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
——— re 
8 536 $2,365 $ 4.41 
ee 1928 ? 491 2,200 448 
1959 9 436 1,310 3.00 
1960 4 273 864 3.16 
1961 7 163 588 3.60 
1962 10 497 1,250 2.52 
1963 8 618 Cite 9.28 
1964 1 702 6,272 8.93 
1965 8 302 1,812 6,00 
1966 5 302 : 2,358 7,80 
— eee 
Total 77 4,320 $24,754 $ 5.73 (Av.) 
Mi ul 36 4,349 $6,539 1.50 
ers 1325 S¥e 33835 5,493 1.42 
1959 19 2,988 1,532 Gee! 
1960 15 2,415 2,373 98 
1961 18 2,271 1,985 86 
1962 19 2,351 2,000 .89 
1963 18 2,191 1,642 We 
1964 20 2,351 1,480 63 
1965 20 2,391 1,492 62 
1966 20 2,403 1,482 62 
eee eS 
Total 217 27,545 $26,018 $0.95 (Av.) 
Nebraska 1957 30 1,166 $ 5,476 4.70 
ae a 2 3h 12h 3. 6 
1959 . 
through 0 
1966 
>. 2 eS eee 
Total 32 1,200 $ 5,600 $4.66 (Av.) 


Scalculated from acreage and total rent reported 
261 


Table Bl.--U.S. Department of Interior agricultural leases on Bureau of Table 8B 1.--U.S. Department of Interior agricultural leases on Bureau of 
Reclamation withdrawn land by States, 1957-1966--contimed ) Reclamation withdrawn land by States, 1957-1966--contimued 


Rental : Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre™ Year Number Acreage Total Per acreé 
pee ee ee 
Nevada 1957 --- — --- Cregon 1957 16 5,942 $43,102 $7.27 
1958 --- one --- 1958 16 5,942 43,498 7,32 
1959 1 5,677 $ 275 $0.05 1959 16 5,942 41,324 6.96 
1960 1960 19 5.92 68, 846 11.59 
through 0 1961 19 5,942 68,128 11.50 
1 1962 20 5.972 14 0 
1963 20 5,972 68,934 11.50 
Se ae 1964 20 5,997 69,034 11.50 
Total a 5,677 $ 275 $0.05 (Av.) 1965 20 5,997 87,708 14.65 
1966 19 52942 87,575 14.73 
New Mexico 1957 1 38 $ 520 13.70 
1958 1 38 520 13.70 Total 185 59,590 $578,162 $9.70 (Av.) 
1959 at 38 520 13.70 
1960 1 38 520 13.70 
1961 3h 38 520 13.70 Utah 1957 1 5 $4 0.80 
1962 1 38 520 13.70 1958 2 29 63 261% 
1963 1 38 520 13.70 1959 3 149 153 1.03 
1964 1 38 642 16.90 1560 2 144 149 1.03 
1965 1 38 642 16.90 1961 2 144 149 1.03 
1966 1 38 667 17.55 1962 2 144 149 1.03 
1963 3 147 209 1.42 
09 gE OO 4 4 158 250 1.58 
Total 10 360 $5,591 $14.65 (Av.) 1965 4 158 250 1,58 
1966 4 158 250 1.58 
North Dakota 1957 1 171 $226 1.32 
1958 1 171 226 1.32 Total 27 1,236 $1,626 $1.32 (Av.) 
1959 at 171 226 1.32 
1960 
through 0 Washington 1957 1 10 $150 15.00 
1966 1958 1 10 150 15.00 
te oe ee ne he ee 1959 1 10 150 45,00 
1 2 6 150 25.00 
Total 3 513 $678 $1.32 (Av.) 1961 i 6 150 25.00 
1962 1 6 150 25.00 


®calculated from acreage and total rent reported calculated from acreage and total rent reported 
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Table B1.--U.S. Department of Interior agricultural leases on Bureau of 
Reclamation withdrawn lend by States, 1957-1966 --contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre® 
a a i ee a a a 
Washington 1963 2 47 26 
(contimed) 1964 2 47 ne ee 
1965 2 4? 150 3.20 
1966 a 6 150 25.00 
ca 6 et mn i Mt as, Ce Lie a ae 
Total 13 195 $1,617 $ 8.30 (Av. ) 
Wyoming 1957 41 6,272 $944, 
1958 47 7,207 4,092 wt 
1959 45 7,234 1,015 214 
1 45 79322 4,017 05 
1961 Ah 7,264 3,855 053 
1962 20 2,391 2,080 87 
1963 40 4,391 3,796 86 
1964 37 6,921 3,291 47 
1965 67 11,453 8,630 a5 
1966 67 11,799 8,897 76 
eee ee ee eee Na re PON, 
Total 453 72,254 $40,617 $0.56 (Av.) 


tenet tine 


*Calculated from acreage and total rent reported 
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Table 8B 2,--U.S. Department of Interior agricultural leases on Lower 
Colorado River Land Use Project, 1957-1966 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Arizona 1957 27 1,704 $ 1,336 $0.78 
1958 29 1,803 2,176 e2i 
1959 33 2,249 3,539 aby 
1960 2,404 10,2 4,27 
1961 37 2,441 Pal val 8,67 
1962 37 2,441 21,740 8.91 
1963 D7, 2,441 21,740 8.91 
1964 2,382 20 ,668 8.68 
1965 36 2,382 20 ,668 8,68 
1966 35 2,267 18,942 8.35 
Total 341 22,514 $142,236 $6.42 (Av.) 
California 1957 24 220m 1,186 0.54 
1958 31 2,814 2,389 85 
1959 35 3,029 3,478 1.15 
1 37 3,257 8,859. 2.72 
1961 ho 3,368 18,808 5.58 
1962 40 3, 344 18,200 544 
1963 39 3 18,200 504 
1964 38 3,337 18,130 5.43 
1965 38 3,337 18,130 5043 
1966 38 35337 18,130 5.43 
Total 360 31,368 $107,310 $3.42 (Av.) 


Sources: See page 335 
Note: Arizona and California only. 
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Table B 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


ble B3.--U.S. Department Interior t 
kins 3 Perec: 20 emcee ee snee, Caton on colores life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 


River Land Use Project, 1957-1966 


1957-1966 
Year Nuzicer Acreage Pe eaoes aa Ren t 
Year Number acreage Total Per acre 
Arizona 1957 13 2,437 
¥ 2,4 
ioe 2 Bnet Alabama 1957-84 6,242 493879 (b) 
1 16 3,156 1958 85 6,563 46 
1961 16 3,1 1959 77 6,393 ‘2 
1963 16 3,175 1961 63 6,062 48,712 
1964 16 3.175 1962 7 6,062 47,392 
1965 16 3,175 1963 é2 7,518 48,028 
1966 16 3,175 1964 59 6,797 63,642 
1965 62 71379 191,961 
pL PEED ER RET om 1966 61 7,428 83,693 
Total 154 29,498 (1967) (63) (7,376) (198, 513) 
California 1957 24 5,010 Total 698 734307 $656 , 374 
1958 23 4,910 
1 2 ’ 
re 26 = ote: Arizona 1957 0 45 $0 
1961 26 5,367 19 0 ae) 0 
1962 25 5,475 1959 0 60 154 
1963 25 5.475 1 0 61 132 
1964 26 5,475 1961 0 83 220 
me : Be os ae ee 
1 2 ty 
966 5 59475 5) 5 ie 
ee: 0 216 220 
Total 2 4 2 0 245 0 
> pelae s (1967) (0) (377) (6,007) 
Total 0 2,160 $7,370 


Sources: See page 335 . 
Note: Arizona and California only. No income listed since these 
are trespasses, and court action has been initiated, 


Sources: See page 3255 
Note: Statistics for 1967 are not included in totals. 


“Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


No rental per acre available and none calculated because commodities 
were unspceified. 


B4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, }) 


1957-1966--contimed 


Table 8B 4.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farizing Progrem by States, 


1957-1966--contimed 


- Cultivated Rent. 
82 meets Vaated eT pene SSR Year Number acreage Total Per acre 
aparey, 1957 l 1,652 $3,669 (b) iseaehaes ee ; 368 ear 
1958 2 2,226 35 892 se : 
1959 4 1,149 0,288 1964 0 1,002 23, 253 
1960 l 3,165 61,267 eee 3 ae ye 
ees - ties: ee (1967) (Oymeee Uy ien) (27,855) 
me uy #993 41,377 
1 3,9 ; 
1965 4 32h 66,765 Total 0 8,164 $218 , 780 
1966 16 5383 67,964 
(1967) (15) (5,520) (148, 947) Delaware 1957 0 995e0 $4,500 (b) 
1958 0 Agi pee 
0 0 
Total 90 32,879 $468 441 sere 0 es 5 He 
1561 0 Grlbl 19,006 
California 1957 nu 17 by $697 ,698 (p) pe : ab i ; 399 
1958 1323, 863,451 196: 5 983 19,959 
1959 19 20,331 716,844 1965 i 1,071 34295 
1960 19 24 303 685,788 é ; i, 26 
a a7 chat oe on 1966 7 1,095 1763 
1962 17 26, 86 983,885 (1967) (8) (1,155) (9,995) 
oe, 19 22,621 640,818 
Ti ul 22,1 72,130 
1965 15 20,427 435,098 ; Total 23 6,800 $104,820 
1966 aS 18,358 302,501 
1958 0 605 13493? 
Total 158 219,392 $6,859, 542 ne 3 at He 
Colorado 1957 é oy $28,135 (b) es ; 185 37500 
a biiye 
1959 0 621 25,050 - 1964 0 837 5,857 
1960 0 209 22,575 
1961 0 774 22,680 


"Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


*Pigures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 


prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


No rental per acre available. 269 


268 


No rental per acre available. 


Table B 4.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- Table 3 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, | life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 1957-1966--contimed 
Cultivated Rent Cultivated - Rent 
Yoar Number acreage Total Per acre Year Number acreage - ‘Total® Per acre 
Florida 1965 0 400 $7,120 Illinois 1957 53 6,458 $48,579 (b) 
continued 1966 0 437 6,015 ae ie a i aed 
1 0 8,730 ’ ’ 
(1967) (0) (468) (8,730) 1826 Z9 ance sy 
ce le ee ee ee ee ve 64 12.133 ee 
Total 0 61 86,2 1962 58 7690 1575 
: eos aie 1963 627.912 91,785 
a a mee 
Georgia 1957 5 1,905 $18,451 (b) 2 ’ , 
1958 6 2,001 1,231 1966 phat 5 he 129,590 
1959 4 1,894 8,213 (1967) (64) (11,046) (160, 544) 
ea 2 ete 12,973 
1961 1 8,31 
1962 1 253 91377 Total 661 84,788 $713,835 
1963 z = 8,407 
0 5 14,4 
1965 1 ~ 56 91290 lowa 1957 4 338 $3,178 (b) 
ie ety eats oe 4-4 ot 
1967 | 664 080 ’ 
(1) (664) (11,080) ae f bye = 
a 16 2,491 26,500 
Total 22 10,40 98,8 1962 ae 2,410 71.3% 
: eceteee 1963 153,099 u6,971 
crt? vu 3,916 eibre 
Idaho 1957 6 573 $10,916 (b 1965 a 3,904 48,603 
1958 4 755 7,617 1966 a7 3,867 52,808 
1959 3 380 12,894 (1967) (21) (3,901) (26,333) 
ron 3 467 9,281 
2 a7. 
1962 8 a, 19 Obs Total 4 20, 983 $305,821 
1963 7 665 16,058 
1964 1 692 18,962 baa 
1965 3 806 20,305 Kansas 1957 15 2,176 $9,239 Ce) 
i 6 && EB Spi | SRR oo Bie 
i 8 2,4 44,800 ’ ’ 
: 27) ‘ 1960 10 2,426 46,463 
1961 10 2,297 36,567 
Total 4b 7,213 $155,088 


"Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 


"Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) prices for both harvested and unharvested goverment share. 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. by rental per acre available. 
No rental per acre available. i 271 


270 


Table 8 4,--U.S, Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- Table 84,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 1957-1956--continued 
Cultivated Rent Cultivated Rent 
Year Number acreage Total~ ‘Per acre Year Number acreage Total@ Per acre 
Kansas 1962 ila 2,702 $48 , 900 Louisiana 1965 4 514 $22,066 
contimed 1963 Ww 3,103 46 275 continued 1966 3 520 23,870 
1964 13 3,252 22,163 (1967) (4) (582) (6,409) 
1965 15 3,042 51,069 
1966 a4 4,574 52,050 
(1967) (36) (5,893) (29,942) Total 15 2,460 $51,657 
Total 126 28,771 $366,428 Maine 1957 --- 198 $308 (b) 
1958 --- 198 14,389 
195 ae 132 180 . 
Kentucky 1957 1 380 $600 (b) 1960 --- 139 185 
1958 17 2,472 33,727 1961 --- 59 139 
1959 17 1,632 43,854 1962 --- 36 207 
1960 18 2,729 49,875 1963 zee he 154 
1961 17 2,605 33,816 1964 --- 75 --- 
1962 17 2,620 40,242 : 1965 --- 15 2 
1963 21 2,992 46,756 1966 ae =a ee 
1964, 19 1,128 40,981 (1967) (1) (12) (12) 
1965 17 1,645 51,925 
1966 16 1,768 31,185 
(1967) (17) (1,767) (70,995) Total ) 894 $15,562 
Total 160 19,971 $373,061 Maryland 1957 1 492 $12,300 (d) 
1958 0 558 19,060 
1959 0 722 20,820 
Louisiana 1957 --- 25 $37 (b) 1960 0 715 18,495 
1958 --- 12 622 1961 0 915 17,902 
1959 1 302 3,849 1962 0 977 14,550 
1960 =~ 302 --- 1963 0 Sy) 26,073 
1961 2 205 --- 1964 2: 1,220 36.915 
1962 --- 160 --- 1965 0 982 554650 
1963 2 80 DDD 1966 Mf 1,331 18,600 
1964 3 340 | 658 (1967) (1) (1,038) (45,002) 
Total 3 9,147 $240 ,376 


*Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


"Wo rental per acre available, *Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 


prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


272 Wo rental per acre available. 
273 


Table 6 4,--U.S, Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- Table 3 4. --U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, ) life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 1957-1966--contimed 
Cultivated Rent Cultivated Rent 
Year Number acreage Total® Per acre Year Number acreage Totalé Per acre 
Massacmsetts 1957 0 224 $1,069 (b) Minnesota 1961 9 735 $4,814 
1958 a 235 361 contimed 1962 3 749 120 
1959 --- 274 450 1963 2 852 7,507 
1960 --- 252 525 1964 2 862 2,398 
1961 --- 266 3,205 1965 0 862 4,117 
1962 --- 100 = 880 1966 1 862 8,027 
1963 --- 266 1,500 (1967) (250) (9,024) (10,575) 
1964 --- 142 3,410 
1965 --- --- --- 
1966 0 100 2,200 Total 19 4,992 $26,983 
(1967) (0) (100) (0) 
Mississippi 1957 6 1,075 $2,557 (b) 
Total 0 1,859 $13,600 43 res 8 1,727 23,175 
1959 9 1,906 14,347 
1960 n 1,918 39, 588 
Michigan 1957 16 ese) $14,070 (b) : re iS i 13 1,725 29,970 
1958 23 3,128 35,748 1962 17 2.777 12,579 
1959 14 2,108 21,936 1963 18 3,077 33,220 
1960 20 2,373 23,872 1964 19 3,672 20, 506 
1961 30 2,727 45,648 1965 16 4,174 33,482 
1962 30 4,196 23,350 1966 12 4,067 23,933 
1963 21 3,142 28,175 ; (1967) (21) (5,100) (90,532) 
1964 18 2,647 101,298 
ee soe 
1 SW 3 2 5 ’ Total 129 26 rota! 235 ® 357 
(1967) (38) (4,572) (57,318) 7 
tidssouri 1957 Bt 7 454 $97,717 (b) 
Total 222 28,706 $351,753 1958 4g 10,261 84,669 
oe Se eee 
‘ BE We , 
Minnesota 1957 0 5 0 (b) aoe re 4,930 : 
1958 == eS ate 1962 33 6,911 88, 500 
1959 1 0 : 1963 35 5,782 176,100 
1960 iL 65 0 1964 31 5,552 80,193 
*Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22,00) “Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 
"No rental per acre available, ) jo rental per acre available. 


274 ate 


Table 8 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- Table 8 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, ) life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 1957-1966--continued 
Cultivated Rent Cultivated Rent 
Year Number acreage Totala Per acre Year ‘Number acreage Total® Per acre 
Missouri 1965 30 5,878 $187,985 Nevada 2957 0 301 $3,900 (b) 
contimed 1966 26 aes 198,207 iatg Me ae 
, 0 80 ’ 
(1967) (24) (6,160) (180 ,703) ee : a ghee 
cSt 67 "Sy ~~~ Dee ie 0 a 5,700 
tal 6,16 1,178, 02 4 1962 0 
To 360 76,165 $1,178,029 mae ; toe 5 
NC MS mete 
Montana 1957 21 2,252 $7,128 (b) 1965 103 9732 
1958 21 3,598 20,196 1966 0 436 1,359 
1959 22 2,623 27,576 (1967) (0) (370) (5,825) 
ay 20 ee 22, 
1961 3,2 8,147 
1962 x 2,551 72,440 Total 1 3,132 $33,767 
1965 2h 2,409 32,736 New Jersey 1957 1 202 $337 (b) 
oe (2 5 ail a ateot 1959 ie 27 16e0 
2 2 814 25, cud ; 
967 ) (3,814) (25,521) oe es = $0 
Mi... Se Le ae --- 50 ae 
2 12 285,2 1962 —— 32 = 
Total 58 36,266 $285,257 se a a ey 
oe --- LO ee 
Nebraska 1957 1 36 $270 (b) 1965 --- 4O os 
1958 al 62 461 1966 0) 52 4LO 
1959 1 51 510 (1967) (0) (7) (120) 
1961 i a wie 
1962 1 5 638 Total 1 767 $5,022 
1963 1 ve 510 
1 10 
ae 1 F ele New liexico 1957 0 4,310 $21,639 (b) 
1966 1 4 0 ee : 13739 ae 
aL 0 ak --- 1,739.3 1905 
(1967) (0) (1) (---) ee - a tae 
Total 10° 390 $17,208 


“Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 


4 for both ha ted and unha ted t share. 
“Mgures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) PF by oF roe pike Sibir ai te 5 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. ) o rental per acre available. 


No rental per acre available, 277 
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Table 84,--U,S. Depsrtment of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- Table 8B 4.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, ! life Service under National widlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 1957-1966--contimed 
Cultivated Rent Cultivated Rent 
Year Number acreage ~ Total® Per acre Year Ramber acresge To Per acre 
New Mexico 1961 2 1,588 $12,972 North Carolina 1965 12 1,915 $46,929 
contimied 1962 a 1,380 30,999 contimed 1966 17 3,013 30,884 
1963 a. 1,9% 10,211 (1967) (18) (3,224) (64,992) 
1964 1 1,996 5457 
1368 i 1'957 F013 wy $98,820 
a ’ Total 7 9.557 ® 
(1967) (3) (1,395) (34,990) 
North Dakota 1957 123 10,991 $58,193 (b) 
Total 7 19,917 $153,809 1958 104 9,883 48, 
1959 102 10,301 Fr, Ha 
1960 101 10,591 63,450 
New York 1957 1 202 $337 (b) 1961 87 10,205 12,612 
1958 =< 18 2,055 1962 7] 8,853 82,999 
1959 --- 127 1,650 1963 108 u, 77 393 
il -- 92 1964 102 10,573 61,252 
1961 --- 50 --- i 1965 87 9, iz, 
1962 --- 32 =~ 1966 89 9,969 82,277 
1963 --- 4 =< (1967) (9%) (10,397) (36,292) 
1964 2 190 2,530 
1965 2 273 at 
5 611 8,498 Total 1,002 103,092 $633,802 
(1967) (9) (471) (4,972) 
Ohio 1957 
Total 10 1,709 $15,716 through 0 
1965 
1966 16 1,99% $10,088 (b) 
North Carolina 1957 1 319 $150 (b) (1967) (14) (1,682) (7,020) 
1958 1 270 1,410 : 
1960 i 53 "Bp 6 $10,088 
Total aS 0 
1961 2 490 1,128 A 4 
1962 1 2,798 
1963 3 490 2,780 
1964 8 1,870 7,620 


represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested goverrment share. 


“Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) rental per acre available. 
prices for both harvested and unharvested goverment share. 


No rental per acre available, ! 
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Table 


B 4&,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


fable 


3 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


Cultivated Rent Cultivated Rent 
Year Number acreage Total@ Per acre Year Number acreage Total® Per acre 
Oklahc=a 1957 6 2,239 $4,361 (b) Pennsylvania 1962 3 208 --- 
1958 4 1,935 9,990 sontimed 1963 55 85 --- 
1959 & 1,935 32,504 1964 oS 8 ana 
1960 4 2,154 24,308 1965 --- 24 $721 
ie ef oe 45,573 Gas @ Rie 1683) 
t) 9 1 7 2 k, 
1963 2 4,858 102,465 ) 747) (4,583 
1 10 ly 404 eine 
1965 15 4,490 »402 Total 1 74 $5,921 
1966 15 4,511 67,709 ° 2 2 
(1967) (13) (4,517) (49,973) 
South Carolina 1957 n 1,774 $27 ,4O4 (bd) 
1958 10 2,650 22,837 
Total 98 34,987 $437,033 1959 7 1,698 14,283 
ise 6 1,174 15,551 
1961 5 2,212 19,350 
Oregon 1957 1 1,222 $29,660 (b) 1962 4 2,343 45,277 
1958 2 1,467 20,616 1963 3 2,088 26,042 
1959 2 1,526 8,280 1964 4 2,459 33 5337 
1960 5 1,723 24,701 1965 25 3,382 93,033 
1961 8 3,223 40,853 1966 14 3,002 20,108 
1962 4 1,232 10,123 (1967) (13) (2,780) (95,870) 
1963 2 goo 10,011 
1964 rs 1,431 14,132 
1965 2 1,350 9,300 Total 89 22,782 $317,222 
1966 ? 2,326 25,640 
(1967) (10) (4,287) (30,738) 
South Dakota ir 48 pe ets (bd) 
19 $5) 1429 41,1 
Total 35 16,400 $193,316 1959 i= 4,590 20,271 
1960 32 441d 49,906 
1961 25 39731 32,666. 
Pennsylvania 1957 1962 25. 3,742 48,960 ~~ 
eS ae 
al 2 A 7 He2 
1961 9 107 $1,152 (b) 2 rs 


‘Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


*F4pures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


No rental per acre available. 
Yo rental per acre available. 
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Table 5 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- Table 84,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, ) life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 1957-1966--continued 
Cultivated Rent Cultivated Rent 
Year Number acreage Total” Per acre Year Number acreage Total® Per acre 
South Dakots 1965 2h 3,627 $54,186 Utah 1957 
contimed 1966 23 3,894 26,123 : through fe) 
(1967) (43) (5,070) + (97,443) 1962 
pe cel 1963 0 229 $3,792 (b) 
1964 0 138 1,425 
Total 293 ly, 539 $418, 534 : 1965 0 179 6,510 
1966 0 151 1,800 
(1967) (1) (107) (4,032) 
Tennessee 1957 75 7.94 $97,789 (b) 
1958 76 6,408 83,866 
1959 63 6,124 77 »460 -- Total 0 697 $13,527 
1960 62 51933 54,735 
1961 68 7,002 65,538 
1962 98 9,728 21,365 Vermont 1957 nm 145 $1,380 (b) 
1963 60 6,075 735% 1958 --- 181 1,310 
1964 69 6,039 74, 554% 1959 ao- --- --- 
1965 41 3,830 100,702 1960 --- 119 1,090 
1966 04 10,370 103,542 1961 --- 107 1,152 
(1967) (80) (12,247) - (178,740) 1962 --- 97.5 825 
Sota BASE Sh tn tate ee 1963 se 123 
1964 ooo 73 762 
Total 726 752586 $753,145 1965 --- 62 aoe 
1966 a —s =-- 
Texas 1957 8 1,977 $6, 51 (b) : 
1958 8 1,868 3,548 Total 1 907 $7,419 
1959 8 1,663 1,215 
aso 8 190 Se8 ee _ 
1961 9 2. r) Virginia 1957 a 272 3,0 b 
1962 6 2,111 5,742 1958 --- 283 11,640 
1963 6 2,865 5,146 1959 --- 310 21,870 
1964 5 3,219 55393 1960 a 320 74425 
1965 9 3,985 13,640 1961 --- 320 8,392 
1966 9 3.955 29,640 1962 --- 371 79275 
(1967) (6) (9,318) (42,709) 1963 --- 4 --- 
1964 = 315 6,050 
Total 76 25 647 $95 2649 
“Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
"Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 
prices for both harvested and unharvested govcrnment shars. ) No rental per acre available. 
Yo rental per acre available. 233 
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Table 5 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


Cultivated Rent. 
Year Number acreage Total® Per acre 
Virginia 1965 --- 304 $18,029 
contimed 1966 0 325 9,833 
; (1967) (0) 335 (13,589) 
Total 0 2,94 $93 0550 
Washington 1957 1 1,480 $17,717 (b) 
1958 0 1,145 14,423 
1959 al 841 19,349 
1960 1 1,323 26,919 
1961 0 1,180 21,495 
1962 1 2,119 25,666 
1963 1 2,520 33.171 
1964 2 2,565 10,530 
1965 2 2,077 28 ,808 
1966 3 1,158 25,031 
(1967) (5) (1,869) (51,993) 
Total 12 16,408 $223,109 
Wisconsin 1957 35 1,617 $24 ,021 (b) 
1958 a5 2,206 18,176 
1959 2,144 455 
1 38 2,250 26,593 
1961 41 2,338 50,007 
1962 2,002 22,100 
1963 37 1,638 58,336 
1964 37 2,854 59,092 
1965 31 2,618 51,622 
1966 Ww 2,014 47,973 
(1967) (35) (2,458) (73,083) 
Total 362 21,681 $403,908 


“Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


No rental per acre available. 
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Table 8B 4,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Farming Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


Cultivated Rent 
Year Number acreage Total? Per acre 
Wyoming 1957 0 39775 0 (b) 
1958 0 35775 0 
1959 0 3,775 0 
1960 0 3,775 $671 
1961 0 3,781 270 
1962 0 33775 0 
1963 0 3,796 130,944 
1964 0 3,976 79,024 
1965 0 5,621 145,926 
1966 0 2,500 0 
(1967) (0) (3,976) (0) 
Total ) 38,549 $225,435 


"Figures represent composite of bushels ($1.50) and tons ($22.00) 
prices for both harvested and unharvested government share. 


Ano rental per acre available. 
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Table 8B 5.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 


Table 8B 5.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 


1957-+1966--contimed 


1957-1966 
Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Alabama 1957 1 n Suk (a) 
1958 al 15 uy 
1959 1 i hy 
1960 1 a5 Uy 
after 
1960 0 
Total 4 48 $176 
California 1957 2 510 $1,451 (a) 
1958 1 500 476 
1959 ab 567 37 
1960 7 874 5,207 
1961 8 2,830 27 682 
1962 9 3,145 31,578 
1963 8 3,150 31,578 
1964 9 2,997 25,653 
1965 9 2,647 29,641 
1966 . 15 3,511 23,185 
(1967) (16) (2,769) (30,715) 
Total 69 20,731 $176,488 
Colorado 1957 10 2,355 $9,622 (a) 
1958 7 4 630 
1959 ie 2,085 4,713 
1960 12 a786 4,502 
1961 14 2,161 5,671 
Sources: See page 335 
Note: Statistics for 1967 are not included in totals. 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Colorado 1962 10 2,355 $9,622 
continued 1963 13 2,141 4,680 
1964 13 1,671 3293 
1965 15 2,001 8,870 
1966 16 2,615 7,059 
(1967) (14) (1,768) (6,978) 
Total 122 19,215 $58,662 
Delaware 1957 --- --- --- (a) 
1958 1 6 --- 
1959 <= --- --- 
1960 87 =Pe 
1961 -o- --- --- 
1962 rr 19 — 
1963 
through 0 
1966 
(1967) (1) (2) (---) 
Total 4 152 SS, 
Georgia 1957 3 28 $33 (a} 
1958 aS ae --- 
1959 af 12 10 
after 
1959 0 
Total 4 40 $43 


®No rental per acre available and none calculated because 
commodities were unspecified. 
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"No rental per acre available. 
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Table 


B 5.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 


1957-1966--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Idaho 1957 4 993 $4,621 (a) 
1958 12 898 4,187 
1959 lat 1,041 2,925 
1960 sh 1,055 3,116 
1961 9 1,055 3,241 
1962 28 3,183 6,136 
1963 7 999 3,559 
1964 1 Lh 719 
1965 6 812 4,173 
1966 6 587 3,976 
(1967) (6) (597) (5,735) 
Total 105 10,667 $36,653 
Illinois 1957 2 1,158 $182 (a) 
1958 26 1,011 327 
1959 5 397 54 
1960 13 472 --- 
1961 13 770 1,731 
1962 
through 0 
1965 
1966 630 
(1967) (1) (20) (60) 
Total 70 3,898 $2,924 
Iowa 1957 oe --- --- 
1958 --- --- --- 
1959 --- --- --- 
1960 ac 16 $18 (a) 
1961 --- --- 32 
1962 --- --- --- 
1963 --- eee 18 


®No rental per acre available, 
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dle B 5,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
*e Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
wa 1964 --- --- $29 
atimed 1965 0 43 57 
1966 1 
(1967) (---) (41) (50) 
Total 2 97 $183 
nsas 1957 10 96 $1,052 (a) 
1958 8 107 W9 
1959 6 217 
1960 14 670 1,209 
1961 12 578 1,719 
1962 14 947 3,917 
1963 24 708 3,297 
EL 25 2,190 3,501 
1965 24 2,157 4,652 
1966 (He, 1,991 2,087 
(1967) (15) (1,914) (4,370) 
Total 158 9,661 $18,094 
mtucky 1957 al 35 $44 (a) 
1958 
through 0 
1963 
1964 4 217 --- 
1965 --- --- wee 
1966 --- --- --- 
Total 5 252 $44 


"No rental per acre available. 
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Table 8B 5,--U.S, Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild able 8B 5.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild 


life Service under National 'ildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, ife Service under National ildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 1957-1966--contimmed 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
iM ichigan 1964 i We gs 140 $1,679 
a 1988 i 2 oe . ontirmed 1965 15 192 1,557 
1959 3 17 12 1966 wy - 689 1,479 
1960 2 13 9 (1967) (11) (622) (974) 
ss 4 35 81 
1962 
1963 : - = Total 143 3,328 $10, 583 
ee 2 32 2 : 
1 
oe a ee re 
(1967) (1) (12) (12) 1350 2 sae ne 
48 7 180 215 
1961 aah, 390 337 
Total 24 228 $315 Be : oe 337 
1963 8 180 218 
Massacmsetts 1957 3 100 $100 (a) 1964 8 180 201 
1958 3 110 10 1965 --- --- --- 
i959 o ng no 1966 10 --- 9 
1960 4 95 95 (1967) (10) (220) (541) 
asl 4 178 178 
1962 
1963 2 6 32 Total 7h 1,650 $2,083 
1964 3 105 105 
1965 --- --- --- 
1966 50 50 fississippi ee : : $3 (a) 
(1967) (2) 2 2 
(23) (23) en ; : 
> an ees ee emery 2 Ant 
T 1961 53 4 
re * as ice 1962 2 Ww 10 
ae 3 mG 194 
Michigan 1957 ee alee 272 $393 (a) 1 101 12 
1958 nu 255 290 1965 A 53 4 
1959 10 486 874, 1966 2 32 w 
1960 16 543 1,105 
1961 16 50 770 
1962 18 60 1,541 Total 26 338 $599 
1963 Ww 151 895 


"No rental per acre available. 


®No rental per acre available. 
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Table 8 5.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- ) fable 5B 5,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 


life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--continued 1957-1966--contimed 
Rent Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
iissouri 1957 --- --- --- Nebraska 1962 26 --- --- 
1958 --- --- --- sontimed 1963 a. ---— --- 
1959 3 106 $149 (a) 1964 25 600 $7b 
1960 8 136 210 1965 22 925 --- 
1961 2 13 53 1966 18. 5 900 --- 
1962 2 16 (1967) (26) (471) (29) 
1963 5 53 138 
1964 5 162 
1965 3 35 49 Total 231 15,865 $7,512 
1966 3 90 B 
(1967) (4) (360) (409) 
Nevada 1957 
i h 0 
Total 31 523 $1,080 cra 
1963 --- 1,600 --- (a) 
1964 --- 1,000 --- 
Montana 1957 39 3,132 $3,981 (a) 1965 1 1,770 $2,270 
1958 wu 4414 2,767 wi 170 3,911 
1959 aye 5,164 4, 584 (1967) (1) (150) (2,655) 
1 35 4,559 4471 
1961 39 4,373 2,481 
1963 uy 6,155 5,708 
1964 By 7,192 7,908 
1965 41 7,862 9,828 New Jersey 1957 3 147 --- (a) 
1966 19 4,225 73955 1958 | 60 --- 
(1967) (37) (4,938) (7,996) 1959 
through 0 
1966 
Total B46 52,973 $53,345 
Total 6 207 oon 
Nebraska 1957 14 5,090 $2,263 (a) 
1958 8 3,040 1,784 
1959 Ww 2,850 1,701 New Hexico 1957 1 90 $382 (a) 
1960 35 2,090 1,689 1958 i 23 12 
1961 25 370 mai 


"No rental per acre available. 
®No rental per acre available, 
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Table 5 5,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
New Hexico 1959 
contimed through 0 
1965 
1966 1 3 $47 
(1967) (6) (476) (534) 
Total 3 116 $441 
New York 1957 1 7 --- (a) 
1958 --- --- --- 
1959 1 18 --- 
1960 1 18 ~-- 
1961 3 48 $45 
1962 1 27 aes 
1963 8 184 420 
1964 5 147 425 
1965 8 293 976 
1966 n 268 943 
(1967) (7) (253) (549) 
Total 39 1,010 $2,809 
North Dakota 1957 100 7,028 $8,399 (a) 
1958 108 7,689 7,587 
1959 96 6,776 4,757 
1960 83 Aten) 7.572 
1961 319 9,094 13,069 
1962 64 52695 9,375 
1963 64 7,028 11,872 
1964 58 6,708 9,369 
1965 62 817 8,993 
1966 59 1,021 10,146 
(1967) (285) (7,435) (19,585) 
Total 1,013 535 655 $91, 139 


®No rental per acre available. 
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fable 8B 5,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--contirmed 


UE NUE IEE REE SERRREEEREEEEERn 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
cnt sg men iy Sd a Ni ie a I i Ne eel 
Jhio 1957 
through 0 
1962 
1963 --- 20 --- (a) 
1964 uf 22 ee 
1965 --- --- --- 
1966 1 45 $525 
(1967) (11) (519) (---) 
Total 12 487 $525 
Oklahoma 1957 ry 160 o-- (a) 
1958 at 160 —_ 
1959 1 200 one 
1960 1 175 --- 
1961 4 207 $181 
1962 i 120 --- 
1963 h 316 86 
1964 8 284 1272 
1965 i jz 2,080 
1966 7 337 1,366 
(1967) (5) (164) (1,226) 
Total 35 2,271 $4,985 
Oregon 1957 --- --- o-- (a) 
1958 --- --- --- 
1959 1 700 — 
1960 --- ad --- 
1961 9 510 $1,087 
1962 i 120 
1963 --- --- wee 
1964 --- 600 ae 


Table 8B 5,--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Oregon 1965 1 20 $124 
timed 1966 9 301 907 
ii (1967) (2) (120) (1,040) 
Total 23 2,251 $3,113 
Pennsylvania 1957 
Biocon 0 
1 
1961 2 31 $76 (a) 
1962 20 ns 4 x 
1 2z ’ 
ee 13 284 1,0% 
1965 6 77 2 
1966 6 102 1 
(1967) (7) (148) (489) 
Total 69 1,131 $3,689 
South Dakota 1957 32 1,860 $2,645 (a) 
= 1988 10 520 778 
1959 9 378 495 
1960 10 491 1,040 
1961 15 338 1,085 
1962 10 418 2 
1963 7 317 604 
1964 8 183 183 
1965 8 213 189 
1966 8 228 237 
(1967) (2) (254) (288) 
Total LZ, hk 9 649 $8 9 078 


®No rental per acre available. 
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Table 8B 5,--U.S, Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--continued 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
ee 
Tennessee 1957 ne 7 $7 (a) 
1958 
through 0 
1961 
1962 11 139 72 
1963 15 191 302 
1964 24 949 79 
1965 --- === mee 
1966 --- --- --- 
eS ee ee 
Total 50 1,279 $453 
Texas 1957 2 50 $272 (a) 
1958 es =—i= --- 
1959 mi 12 111 
1960 al 12 204 
1961 2 325 120 
1962 --- --- --- 
1963 2 105 457 
1964 a 10 62 
1965 2 86 136 
1966 --- --- --- 
(1967) (2) (450) (---) 
Se 
Total 13 600 $1,362 
‘tah 1957 
through 0 
1961 
1962 3 150 $1, 387 (a) 
1963 2 65 919 
1964 2 65 4297 


"No rental per acre available, 
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Table 8B 5,--U.S, Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States, 
1957-1966--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Utah 1965 “Tes. 20 $151 
contimed 1966 4, 20——. 45 
(1967) (1) (12) —“~€72). 
Total 9 320 $2,929 
Vermont 1957 1 100 $100 (a) 
1958 2 136 654 
1959 5 136 615 
1960 2 154 656 
1961 6 130 628 
1962 9 256 920 
1963 10 207 874 
1964 12 208 810 
1965 9 260 892 
1966 Z 46 
(1967) (4) (106) (512) 
Total 63 1,633 $6,277 
Washington 1957 8 352 $1,585 (a) 
1958 n 399 1,270 
1959 10 498 1,14 
1960 9 385 1,012 
1961 n 739 1,520 
1962 9 357 1,218 
1963 9 244, 1,018 
1964 9 433 1,145 
1965 8 378 1,109 
1966 12 890 4,676 
(1967) (10) (992) (4,570) 
Total 96 4,675 $15,707 


"No rental per acre available. 
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Table B 5.--U.S. Department of Interior permits issued by Fish and Wild- 
life Service under National Wildlife Refuges Haying Program by States,  — 
1957-1966--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Wisconsin 1957 4 33 $55 (a) 
1958 Ww 208 22a it 
1959 28 725 86 
1960 29 783 173 
1961 28 1,201 
1962 26 486 171 
1963 4 921 Wb) 
1964 23 505 45 
1965 22 433 270 
1966 20 371 141 
(2967) (9) (624) (514) 
Total 198 5,666 $1,999 


"No rental per acre available, 


Table 8B 6,--U.S. Department of Interior Fish and Wildlife Service permits 
issued by National Park Service, by States, 1966 


Year Number Acreage To er acre 

irae ger) (8) (358) kteo\a nee 
Total 26 1,509 $5,408 

Comm Gone  () (ian) Geis 
Total 38 1,98 $557 

South Dakota 1966 1 6 $18 (a) 

tidinnesota 1966 1 55 $83 (a) 


Sources: See page 335 
Note: Statistics for 1967 are not included in totals, 


a 
No rental per acre was available and none calculated Decause 
commodities were unspecified. 
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ble B7.-=-U.S. Department of the Interior special land use permits 
issued by Bureau of Land Management by states, 1968 


et 


ate Number Acres 
mend pe eatin ieee ee Eee 
aho 1 29.57 
ntana 8 120.00 
ah 2 75.00 
‘oming 10 100.00 
Be eed Ea ae oo a a el ea i Bie a ae 
Total 21 324.57 


a 


Source: see page 335 
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Table p 8.--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Military) by 
States, 1966-1968 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Alabama 1966 29 20,880 $16,843 $0.81 
1967 26 20,748 27,515 1233 
1968 24 19,062 25,548 134 
Total 79 60,690 $69,906 $1.15 (Av.) 
Arkansas 1966 3 5h8 $1,483 $2.71 
1967 3 8 1,483 2.71 
1968 2 29 283 9.76 
Total 8 1,125 $3,249 $2.89 (Av.) 
California 1966 5 1,323 $12,736 $9.43 
1967 5 195 9,977 8.35 
1968 3 976 6,987 716 
Total 11 3,484 $29,700 $8.52 (Av. ) 
Georgia 1966 2 --- $315 a 
1967 1 ——= S15 --- 
1968 --- --- --- 
Total 2 --- $630 --- 
Tllinois 1966 69 12,629 $67,1% $5.32 
1967 68 12,396 74,092 5.98 
1968 67 11,819 88,715 hedd 
Total 204 36 , B44 $230,001 $6.24 (Av.) 


Sources: See page 335 
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Table 8B 8,--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Military) by 
States, 1966-1968--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 

Indiana 1966. 64 14,207 $52,797 $3.72 
1967 64 14,128 53,009 3.75 
1968 59 12,639 531239 4,21 

Total —«:187 40,974 $159,045 $3.88 (Ave) 
Towa 1966 36 8 ’ 598 $90 »879 $10. on 
1967 32 7 88h 103,785 12.07 
1968 23 6,318 104,170 16.49 

Total 91 22,800 $298,834 $13.11 (Av.) 
Kensas 1966 50 20,557 $40 r) 50 $1.97 
1967 by 21,041 42,601 2.02 
1968 Ly 18,938 51,891 2.74 

Total 138 60,536 $135,032 $2.23 (Av.) 
Kentucky 1966 6 1,595 $1,291 $0.81 
_ 1967 6 1,595 1,291 281 
1968 ? 2,208 1,765 .80 

Total 19 5,398 $4,347 $0.81 (Av.) 
Maryland 1966 6 399 $4,416 $11.07 
1967 y 4O4 4,317 10.67 
1968 ? hoy 4,317 10.69 

Total 20 1,207 $13,050 $10.81 (Av. ) 
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Table 8 8,--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Military) by 
States, 1966-1968--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Mississippi 1966 3 1,936 $1,606 $0.83 
1967 3 1,936 1,606 83 
1968 3 1,936 1,606 -83 
Total ) 5,808 $4,818 $0.83 (Av.) 
iiissouri 1966 af 1,219 $5,121 $420 
1967 1 1,219 Cippleal 4,20 
1968 al 1,219 5,121 4,20 
Total 3 3,657 $15,363 $4.20 (Av.) 
Hiontana 1966 1 667 $2,011 $3.01 
only 
Nebraska 1966 18 22,363 $76,106 $3.40 
1967 vil 19,230 33,106 1.72 
1968 7 3771 37 5993 10,08 
Total 36 45,364 $147,205 $3.24 (Av.) 
New Jersey 1966 al 22 $430 $19.55 
1967 1 22 430 19.55 
1968 1 21 540 25elL 
Total 5) 65 $1,400 $21.53 (Av. ) 
New York 1966 a 18 $70 $3.89 
1967 al 18 70 3.89 
1968 at 18 70 3.89 
Total 3 on $210 $3.89 (Av.) 
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able 8B 8,--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Military) by 
States, 1966-1968--contimed 


Rent 
Year = Number Acreage Total Per acre 
orth Carolina 1966 1 432 $700 $1.62 
1967 1h 432 700 1.62 
1968 nt 432 700 1.62 
Total 3 1,296 $2,100 $1.62 (Av. ) 
orth Dakota 1966 --- --- --- --- 
1967 v1 90 $127 $1.41 
1968 a 90 127 dea 
Total 2 180 $254 $1.41 (Av. ) 
hio 1966 19 10,825 $5,319 $0.49 
1967 20 11,541 8 441 073 
1968 U5) 10,903 7» 584 «70 
Total 52 33,269 $21, 344 $0,64 (Av.) 
klahoma 1966 sal 13,060 $16,773 $1.28 
1967 aa 13,060 16,873 1.29 
1968 nD 12,994 17,605 1.35 
Total 33 39,114 $51,251 $1.31 
regon 1966 2 160 $243 $1.52 
1967 1 ho 105 2.63 
1968 at ho 105 2.63 
Total 4 240 $453 $1.89 (Av. ) 
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Table 8 8,--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Military) by 
States, 1966-1968--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Pennsylvania 1966 16 6,158 $4,859 $0.78 
1967 19 6,598 5,692 86 
1968 2a 7 663 9,285 $1.21 
Total 57 20 419 $19,836 $0.97 (Av.) 
South Dakota 1966 2 14,234 $9,513 $0.67 
1967 2 15,355 10,500 68 
1968 1 14,144 9,422 67 
Total 5 43,733 $29,435 $0.67 (Av.) 
Tennessee 1966 45 20 455 $39,130 $1.91 
1967 52 24,301 4,190 1,82 
1968 42 20,508 81,146 3.96 
Total 139 65,264 $164,466 $2.52 (Av.) 
Texas 1966 3 1,506 $5,057 $3.36 
1967 1 748 2,319 3.10 
1968 2 1,267 3,519 2.78 
Total Been! 33552): $10,895 $3.09 (Av.) 
Utah 1966 2 1,219 $2,061 $1.69 
1967 2 1,219 2,061 1.69 
1968 2 1,219 2,061 1.69 
Total 6 3,657 $6,183 $1.69 (Av.) 
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Table B 8,--Department of Defense permits 4ssued by Army (Military) by 
States, 1966-1968--contined 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
in al A A CC LL 
Virginia 1966 1 70 --- an 
of 1967 t 80 a 
1968 1 80 — wei 
ne nan 
Total 3 230 --- a 
1 151 $152 $1.01 
paca Be ak 151 152 1.01 ; 
1968 xl 15E 152 1.01 
eg es er ne 
Total 3 453 $456 $1.01 (Av.) 
; z 2h 2,162 $12,003 $5.55 
stern. ie 24 2,162 125551: 5.81 
1968 23 2,041 13,728 6.73 
a en ae 
Totel Wi 6,365 $38,282 $6.01 (Av.) 
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Table 8B 9,--Department of Defense permits issued by Air Force by States, 


1966-1968 
Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Alabama 1966 --- --- --- --- 
1967 1 byl $103 $0.23 
1968 1 hyy 103 23 
Total 2) 888 $206 $0.23 (Av.) 
California 1966 --- oat a A 
1967 rT: 10 $520 $52.00 
1968 1 10 520 52.00 
Total 2 20 $1,040 $52.00 (Av. ) 
Illinois 1966 1 28 $519 $18, 54 
1967 ak 62 364 5.87 
1968 1 62 364 5.87 
Total 3 152 $1,247 $8.20 (Av.) 
Indiana 1966 === --= --- ree 
1967 1 1,183 $825 $0.70 
1968 ih 1,183 825 70 
Total 2 2,366 $1,650 $0.70 (Av. ) 
Towa 1966 5 143 $346 $2.42 
only 
Kansas 1966 4 7,631 $19,521 $2.56 
1967 20 9,492 46,6 4,91 
1968 27 14,705 75,632 5.14 
Total 51 31,828 $141, 764 $4.45 (Av) 


Sources: See e 335 
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Table 8 9.--Department of Defense permits issued by Air Force by States, 


1966-1968--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Louisiana 1966 2 94 $1,940 $2,03 
only 
- Missouri 1968 2 142 $833 $5.87 
only 
Nebraska 1966 5 Whe $4,402 $5.93 
1967 3 792 167715 21.10 
1968 i 360 6,427 17.85 
Total 9 1,894 $27, Se $14.54 (Av. ) 
New York 1966 --- wae --- --- 
1967 1 3 $80 $2.35 
1968 1 5 80 2.35 
Total 2 68 $160 $2.35 (Av.) 
North Dakota 1966 3 389 $328 $0.73 
1967 1 120 i212 10.10 
1968 152 1,241 1,867 1.51 
Total 156 1,750 $3,407 $1.95 (Av.) 
Ohio 1966 6 834 $5,240 $6.28 
1967 10 2,076 4,894 2.36 
1968 10 2,020 16,034 7% 
Total 26 4,930 $26,168 $5.31 (Av.) 
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TableB9.--Department of Defense permits issued by Air Force by States, 
1966-1968--continued 


ee 


Oklahoma 


Tennessee 


Texas 


Washington 


Wisconsin 


SSS a ee 2 ee: Se oe 


Year 


1966 

1967 

1968 
Total 


1967 
only 


1967 
only 


1966 

1967 

1968 
Total 


1966 


4 
1 


2 


1 


310 


Acreage 


403 
403 
80 


232 


610 


Total 


$395 
395 


790 
$1,350 


$1,269 


$267 
371 


38 
$480 


Rent 


Per acre 


$0.98 
-98 


$0.98(av. ) 


$5.82 
$2.08 


$3.47 
6.40 


4.73(av. ) 


$0.92 


Table 8B 10,--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Civil Works) 
by States, 1966-1968 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 

Alabama 1966 1 143 $100 $0.70 
: 1967 ul 143 100 270 
1968 1 143 100 «70 

Total 5) 429 $300 $0,70 (Av.) 
Arka 1966 242 29,333 $38,832 $1.32 
cree 1967 279 30,967 16,960 1.82 
1968 293 33,594 54,898 1.63 

Total 814 93,894 $140 ,690 $1.50 (Av.) 
iforni 1k 46 9,025 $87,268 $9.03 
riche ee 61 10,810 110,779 10,25 
1968 61 9 446 93,573 9.91 

Total 168 29,281 $291,620 $9.96 (Av.) 
Colorado 1966 16 2,291 $4,513 $1.97 
1967 16 2,291 4,513 1.97 
~ 1968 15 2,286 4,413 1.93 

Total 47 6,968 $13,439 $1.93 (Av.) 
Connecticut 1966 8 4O9 $816 $2.00 

1967 a 359 710 abs 

1968 11 507 1,558 3.07 

Total 26 1,275 $3,086 $2.42 (Av.) 


Sources: See page 335 


Sil 


Table 810,--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Civil Works) 
by States, 1966-1968--contimed 


a S 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
ee 
Delaware 1966 2 106 $1,060 $10,00 
only 
Florida 1966 7 65 $33 $0.51 
1967 1 65 33 251 
1968 one eo mes oe 
EERE 
Total 2 130 $66 $0.51 (Av.) 
1 5,218 $3,240 $0.62 
Georgia ee i a aoe a 
1968 H 3,842 2,356 61 
eee "eee ee 
Total 104 13,203 $8 , 362 $0.63 (Av.) 
Tllinoi 1966 140 5,326 $41,796 $7.85 
. 1967 150 6,257 77 829 12.43 
1968 144 5455 74,241 13.61 
aw le OS ee ee 
Total 4h 17,038 $193,866 $11.38 (Av.) 
Indi 1966 32 3,471 $19,241 $5.54 
. 1967 60 5,616 37 » 546 6.69 
1968 BS 3,320 18,948 5.7 
Total 127 12,407 $75,735 $6.10 (Av. ) 
I 1966 304, 40,368 $305,579 $7.57 
To 1967 324 37,772 324,994 8.60 
1968 300 32,459 310,731 9.57 
ee Eee 
Total 928 110,599 $941,304 $8.51 (Av.) 
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Table 8 10.--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Civil Works) 
by States, 1966-1968--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Kansas 1966 741 97 3083 $379, 938 $3. 91 
1967 619 74,114 286 , 702 3.87 
1968 48h 56,023 231,757 4,14 
Total 1,844 227 ,220 $898, 397 $3.95 (Av.) 
Kentucky 1966 73 4,268 $8,472 $1.99 
1967 102 Ghoerr 10,535 1.96 
1968 162 8,241 18,666 2.27 
Total 337 17,881 $37,673 $2.11 (Av.) 
Maryland 1966 5 1 $5 $5.00 
1967 1 1 5 5,00 
1968 at oon --- =<. 
Total 2 2 $10 $5.00 (Av.) 
Massachusetts 1966 2 13 $57 $4.38 
1967 2 93 57 6 
1968 3 96 72 at 
Total 7 202 $186 $0.92 (Av.) 
Mississippi 1966 524 52,819 $161,615 $3.06 
1967 526 51,594 161,389 3.13 
1968 Spl 52,502 198, 508 si7e> 
Total 1,581 156,915 $521,512 $3.32 (Av. ) 


Shs} 


Tadle 5 10,--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Civil Works) 
by States, 1966-1968--contimied 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Missouri 1966 346 61,757 $115,838 $1.88 
1967 371 66,377 151,462 2.28 
1968 4&9 88,922 219, 784 2.47 
Total 1,206 217,056 $487 , 084 $2.24 (Av.) 
Nebraska 1966 87 10,353 $50,053 $4.83 
1967 77 9,142 42,438 46h 
1968 41 5,036 22,170 440 
Total 205 2h, 534 $114,661 $4.67 (Av. ) 
New Hampshire 1966 19 1,431 $101,914 $71.22 
1967 22 1,477 101, 99% 69.05 
1968 2b 1,513 102,068 67.46 
Total 65 4 421 $305,976 $69.21 (Av. ) 
New Jersey 1966 1 600 $900 $1.50 
1967 ak 600 900 1.50 
1968 1 600 900 1.50 
Total 3 1,800 $2,700 $1.50 (Av.) 
New York 1966 1 1,063 $1,228 $1.18 
1967 13 975 1,187 1,22 
1968 15 1,052 1,303 1,24 
Total 29 3,090 $3,718 $1.20 (Av.) 
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Table 8B 10,--Department of Defense permits issued by Arny (Civil Works) 
by States, 1966-1968--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
i ON ee aD a aL 
North Carolina 1966 hb 2.370 $2,721 $1.15 
1967 45 612 2,710 4.43 
1968 45 612 2,710 4.43 
ek SONS ee eed mesene 
Total Wh 3, 5% $8,141 $2.27 
North Dakota 1966 yw. 62,917 $103,110 $1.64 
1967 217 29,021 58,779 2.03 
1968 226 29,377 58,461 1.99 
ee eet 
Total 784 121,315 $220,350 $1.82 (Av.) 
Ohi 1966 1 25 $60 $2.40 
‘ 1967 7 4 756 1.76 
1968 3 1,966 9,937 5-05 
Total 39 2,421 $10,753 $4.44 (Av.) 
Oklahoma 1966 527 95,983 $212 ,607 $2.22 
1967 . 679 104, 309 253,196 2.43 
1968 478 82,636 19,911 2.36 
Total 1,684 282,928 $660,714 $2.39 (Av.) 
1 4 101 $425 $4.21 
eisai ee 2 k 100 25.00 
1968 --- --- = --- 


Total 6 105 $525 $5.00 (Av.) 


Sule 


Table 8 10.--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Civil Works) 
by States, 1966-1968--contimed 


Rent. 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
Pennsylvania 1966 27 1,497 $1,737 $1.16 
1967 31 1,727 2,101 1.22 
1968 28 1,415 1,861 1.32 
Total 86 4,639 $5,699 $1.23 (Av.) 
South Carolina 1966 4 316 $340 $1.08 
1967 5 326 380 1.17 
1968 5 366 380 1.04 
Total 14 1,008 . $1,100 $1.09 (Av.) 
South Dakota 1966 205 42,604 $42,058 $0.98 
1967 162 23,408 23,930 1.02 
1968 187 26,038 27,292 1.05 
Total 554 92,050 $93,280 $1.01 (Av.) 
Tennessee 1966 280 7,836 $19,686 $2.51 
1967 330 11,217 25,304 2.56 
1968 321 11,303 25,096 deer) 
Total 931 30,356 $70 ,086 $2.31 (Av.) 
Texas 1966 463 74, 766 $162,272 $2.17 
1967 465 751258 168,397 2.24 
1968 462 75285 170,001 2.26 
Total 931 225,309 $500,670 $2.22 (Av.) 
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ble 58 10.--Department of Defense permits issued by Army (Civil Works) 
by States, 1966-1968--contirmed 


irmont 


-rginia 


ishington 


.sconsin 


Year 


1966 
1967 
1968 


Total 


1966 
1967 
1968 


Total 


1966 
1967 
1968 


Total 


1966 
1967 
1968 


Total 


Rent 
Number Acreage Total Per acre 
2 56 $98 $1.75 
2 56 98 1.75 
2 56 98 1.75 
6 168 $29 $1.75 (Av.) 
109 7,526 $7,954 $1.06 
79 1,805 6,753 3.74 
78 1,801 6,653 3.69 
266 Ligi3e $21,360 $1.92 (Av.) 
6 966 $2,734 $2.83 
13 eld 14,108 11.61 
34390 7627 
25 2,647 $20,232 $7.64 (Av.) 
1 4 $40 $10.00 
A 4 40 10,00 
nt 4 40 10.00 
| 12 $120 $10.00 (Av. ) 


Table 3 11.--U.S. Department of Defense, Navy, Agriculture permits issued by states, 1966-1968 


en a ee eee eee 


Acreage Rent Rent 
Number = ep bles Se per Major crop 
Irrigated Dryland Irrigated Dryland acre 
eee eee ees Ses Cee es se ee ee ee eee eS eee 
Alabama 
1966 3 --- 806 --- 3,591 4 i 
ae t k a0 caer $ a9 $ 4.38 field crops 
1968 --- eee --- --- --- --- 
Total 3 806 $3,591 $ 4.45 
Arizona 
1966 1 7 --- $ 400 --- $ 57.00 lemons 
1967 1 v4 --- 400 --- 57.00 
w 1968 1 rf --- 1,261 --- 180.00 
@ 
Total 3 21 $2,061 $ 98.14 
California 
1966 41 17,391 10,652 $187,551 ¢ 67,551" $ 9.10 
> : truck crops 
1967 33 17,778 18,134 1€3,302 70,195 7.07 and hay : 
1968 33 17,778 18,134 183,302 70,195 7-20 
Total 107 52,947 46,920 $559, 155 $207,941 $ 7.68 
Florida 
ne 1 --- 21 =—- $$ 3,500 $ 16.65 - citrus 
toes 2 --- 246 --- 3,500 14.30 
4 --- 827 --- 8,920 10.75 
Total 7 1,094 $15,920 oS 24.55 


Sources: See page 335. 


Table B11.--U.S. Department of Defense, Navy, Agriculture permits issued by states, 1966-1968 


Rent Rent 
Number ee te ae. hs 21s at Se ER be per Major crop 
Irrigated Dryland Irrigated Dryland acre 
Georgia 
1966 l --- 163 wan = Se aebie S12 e0U pecans 
1967 1 --- 163 --- 1,135 7.00 
1968 1 --- 163 --- i lcte! 7.00 
Total a ae eee Ae $3,506 8 5.30 
Kansas 
1966 1 ooo L5o02 --- $ 1,332 $ 1.00 hay 
1967 1 — 1,410 --- 5,250 3.72 
L5 1968 1 --- 1,410 --- 5,250 3.72 
‘6 
= Total 39 ch | angie 1,832. «$ 2.84 
Lousiana 
1966 --- --- --- --- --- $ --- 
1967 1 --- 408 --- $ 408 1.00 hay 
1968 1 --- 408 --- 408 1.00 
Total 2 816 ¢ 616 $ 1.00 
Maine 
1966 1 “on 2140. --- $2,100 $ 7.65 berries 
1967 1 --- 274 --- 2,000 Taa0 
1968 a --- 274 --- 2,000 7.30 


Total 3 7 822 $6,100. $ 7.42 


oze 


T2e 


Table 


a a a arn | 


Number 


Acreage 


Irrigated Dryland 


Rent 


Irrigated 


Dryland 


B 11---U.S. Department of Defense, Navy, Agriculture permits issued by states, 1966-1968 


SUIT neeeeemmeeeee RRS 


Major crop 


Maryland 
1966 1 --- 388 --- $ 446 Sale fi 
Ce ° ieldc 
1967 1 coe 388 --- 446 Melts) re 
1968 1 --- 388 --- 446 Ves 
Total 3 1,164 1,338 SielS15 
Nevada 
1966 aie 3,560 3,100 (SIG BRY ey  h TAtis} Be tr 
e ruck crops 
1967 10 3,884 3,100 18,875 775 2.82 and hay 
1968 10 3,884 3,100 18,875 the: 2.82 
Total 31 11,328 9,300 $ 52,986 $ 2,325 $ 2.68 
New Jersey 
1966 ee aan oom <= --=— = 
1967 1 on- 8 ere $ 500 $62.50 t 
° ruck crops 
1968 1 --- 8 --- 500 62.50 ‘ 
Total 2 16 1,000 $62.50 
New York 
eee 17 --- 1,029 --- $26,811 $26.20 truck crops 
ot 11 oo- 1,029 --- 22,145 21.80 
9 ll o-- 1,029 --- 22,145 21.80 
Total 39 3,087 71,101 $23.03 
Table B 11,--U.S. Department of Defense, Navy, Agriculture permits issued by states, 1966-1968 
Acreage Rent Rent- 
Number per Major crop 
Irrigated Dryland Irrigated Dryland acre 
North Carolina 
1966 o-- -o- -<— =< oo om 
1967 1 --- 51 --- $ 56 $ 1.10 hay 
1968 1 --- 51 --- 56 1.10 
Total 2 102 ¢ 112 $ 1.10 
Cklahoma 
1966 6 --- 20,722 --- $18,575 $ .90 hay 
1967 6 --- 21,183 --- 5,979 228 
1968 6 oor 21,183 --- 5,979 -28 
Total 18 63,088 $ 30,533 $ .48 
Pennsylvania 
1966 4 --- 104 -=- $ 1,738 $16.70 truck crops 
1967 4 wee 104 --- 1,738 16.70 
1968 2 --- 7) o-- 818 10.90 
Total 10 283 4,294 SIS SL. 
South Carolina 
1966 2 --- 48 --- $226 $ 4.70 truck crops 
1967 2 wee 48 --- 276 Sore 
1968 2 --- 48 tated 276 ware: 
Total 6 144 $778 $ 5.48 


Table B11 .--U.S. Department of Defense, Navy, Agriculture permits issued by states, 1966-1968 
nnn 


Acreage Rent Rent 
Number ee Ei A Re per Major crop 
Irrigated Dryland Irrigated Dryland acre 


ee 


Tennessee 


1966 1 aoe 64 --- he 0) $ 4.23 hay 
1967 1 o-- 64 --~ 270 4.23 
1968 2 --- 264 --- 2,992 11.30 
Total 4 392 $3,532 $ 9.01 
Texas 
1966 4 --- 11,743 one $ 541 $ .04 row crops 
1967 3 --- 11,416 --- 511 204 
5 1968 3 --- 11,416 --- 511 -04 
nN 
i Total 10 34,575 $1,503. +§ 04 
Virginia 
1966 24 --- 2,050 --- $10,153 $ 4.95 field crops 
1967 23 --- 2,050 --- 10,468 5.10 
1968 3 coe 2,050 -<- 10,468 5.10 
Total 70 6,150 $31,089 $ 5.05 
Washington Z 
1966 5 --- 391 --- $ 6,390 $16.30 field crops 
1967 7 --- 776 --- 6,549 8.45 
1968 7 o-- 776 awe 6,549 8.45 
Total 19 1,943 $19,488 $10.02 
~ = 
Table Bi1--U.S. Department of Defense, Navy, Agriculture permits issued by states, 1966-1968 
Acreage Rent Rent 
Number ee arene ene eta corres cet per Major crop 
Irrigated Dryland Irrigated Dryland acre 
Wyoming 
1966 4 --- 8,800 o-- $ 703 $ .08 hay 
1967 --- — wen oe ees a 
1968 --- === == on ees Rae 
Total 4 8,800 703 $ .08 
y 4Note: Includes cash rental only; Not included: soil and water conservation and grounds maintenance 
WwW 


obligations ($788,880 average annual) assumed by the lessee. 


Table B 12,--National Aeronautics and Space Administration permits issued 
by States, 1966-1968 


SSeS SSS esSSNSSSESNSNSSES? 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage Total Per acre 
a ee 
Florida 1966 79 3,332 $306, 766 ; $92. 07 
1967 73 3.251 295,530 90.90 
1968 64 3,164 193,084 61.03 
Sees ta ae: 8 SRM 2 ak 2 parle Se 
Total 216 9,747 $765,380 $81.60 (Av. ) 
Mississippi 1966 4 585 $996 $1.70 
only 


a ae 
Sources: See page 335, 
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able p 13---U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-1965 


labama 


.rizona 


\rkansas 


California 


Sources: 


See page 335. 


"No rental total available, 


325 


Rent 
per acre 


$2.00 to 
8.00 per 
acre 


$1.50 to 
10,00 
per 
acre 


$2.50 per 
acre or 
7% of value 


of land whichever: 


is greater 


Table B 13%--U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-196 5--contimued 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage per acre 
Colorado 1957 4g 612 $1.00 to 
1959 Bul 50 5.00 
1961 47 725 per 
1963 40 , 460 acre 
1965 28 1,038 
Total 215 3,375 
Florida 1957 13 350 $3.00 to 
1959 5 178 15.00 
1961 8 224 per 
1963 8 219 acre 
1965 5 178 
Total 39 1,149 
Georgia 1957 31 230 $1.00 to 
1959 25 214 6.00 
1961 27 344 per 
1963 37 393 acre 
1965 38 400 
Total 158 1,581 
Idaho 1957 40 661 $1.00 to 
1959 35 614 5.00 
1961 yw 523 . per 
1963 32 538 acre 
1965 32 613 
Total 4173 2,99 


®No rental total available. 
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Table 5B 13---U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-1965--contimied 


LS 


Rent “4 
Year Number Acreage per acre 
NE WOR 0c Se te a he ne EE 
Tllinois 1957 Bae 1,209 $1.00 to 
1959 59 906 11.00 
1961 42 618 per 
1963 28 374 acre 
1965 26 364 
Total 238 3,471 
Indiana 1957 66 bas $1.00 to 
1959 26 170 11,00 
1961 22 138 per 
1963 19 ng acre 
1965 4 98 
Total 147 970 
Kentucky 1965 23 82 N.A. 
only 
Louisiana 1957 bh 365 $1.00 to 
1959 5B 224 6.00 
1961 |. 32 372 per 
1963 20 193 acre 
1965 23 371 
Total 154 1 ® 525 


®No rental total available. 
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Table B 13,--U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-1965--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage per acre 
Michigan 1957 14 204 $1.00 to 
1959 n 162 11.00 
1961 6 81 per 
1963 5 60 acre 
1965 5 60 
Total 41 567 
Minnesota 1957 n 17 $1.00 to 
1959 10 12 11.00 
1961 8 100 per 
1963 6 73 acre 
1965 6 105 
Total 41 507 
Mississippi 1957 81 1,923 $1.00 to 
1959 78 1,919 10.00 
1961 79 1,511 per 
1963 66 639 acre 
1965 61 652 
Total 365 6,644 
Missouri 1957 95 929 $1.00 to 
1959 87 1,383 11.00 
1961 83 per 
1963 82 852 acre 
1965 64 691 
Total 411 4,640 


*No rental total available. 
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Table B 13.--U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-1965--contimed 


Rent . 
Year Number Acreage per acre 
Montana 1957 6 600 $5.00 per 
1959 7 982 permit 
1961 70 684 or 
1963 63 665 $1.00 per 
1965 58 635 acre 
Total 330 3,566 
Nevada 1957 5 ho $2.00 to 
1959 5 4O 5.00 
1961 5 40 per 
1963 4 22 acre 
1965 2 15 
Total 21 157 
New Hampshire 1957 5 5 $1.00 to 
1959 3 2 11.00 
1961 3 2 por 
1963 3 2 acre 
1965 2 2 
Total 16 13 
New Mexico 1957 hé 523 $1.00 to 
1959 38 385 5.00 
1961 by 9 per 
1963 12 120 acre 
1965 8 7 
Total 148 1,470 


®No rental total available. 
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Table B 13.--U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-19%66--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage per acre 
ete eee ee ee ee ee 
North Carolina 1957 153 890 $1.50 to 
1959 102 699 7.50 
1961 76 493 per 
1963 69 537 acre 
1965 71 485 
Total 471 3,104 
North Dakota 1957 --- --- $5.00 per 
1959 28 1,608 permit 
i A or 
5 4,833 $1.00 
1965 32 2,048 acre ad 
Total 132 9,057 
Ohio 1957 66 bbs $1.00 to 
1959 26 170 11.00 
1961 22 138 per 
1963 1 n9 acre 
1965 14 98 
Total 147 970 
Oregon 1957 50 1,319 $1.00 to 
1959 ua 1,258 15.00 
1961 4o 325 per 
1963 39 311 acre 
1965 35 366 
Total 208 3,579 


"No rental total available. 
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Table B 13.--U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-1966--contimied 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage per acre” 
Pennsylvania 1957 12 41 $1.00 to 
1959 9 nu 11,00 
1961 8 10 per 
1963 8 6 acre 
1965 7 4 
Total kh 72 
South Carolina 1957 “108 2,795 $3.00 to 
1959 102 2,492 8.00 
1961 85 2,060 per 
1963 80 1,648 acre 
1965 69 1,457 & 
Total 454 
South Dekots 1957 82 2,828 $1.00 to 
1959 sh 929 5.00 
1961 39 749 per 
1963 28 516 acre 
1965 29 590 
Total 232 5,612 
Tennessee 1957 41 U6 $4.00 to 
1959 37 Loh, 8.00 
1961 26 271 per 
1963 23 198 acre 
1965 17 57 
Total La, 1,376 


8No rental total available. 
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Table B 13,--U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-1966--contimed 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage per acre* 
Texas 1957 62 1,028 $1.00 to 
1959 58 960 10.00 
1961 21 215 per 
1963 13 236 acre 
1965 130, 225 
Total 167 2,664 
Utah 1957 22 246 $2.00 to 
1959 24 539 5.00 
1961 17 LA6 per 
1963 14 109 acre 
1965 10 231 
Total 87 1,571 
Vermont 1957 5 22 $1.00 to 
; 1959 4 18 11,00 
1961 3 14 per 
1963 2 7 acre 
1965 7 1 
Total 15 62 
Virginia 1965 21 92 N.A. 
only 


2No rental total available. 
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Table B 13--U.S. Department of Agriculture special use agricultural per- 
mits issued by the Forest Service, alternate years, 1957-1966--contimied 


Rent 
Year Number Acreage per acre 
Washington 1957 18 4 $1.00 to 
1959 22 124 15.00 
1961 21 114 per 
1963 18 81 acre 
1965 15 50 
Total ou 483 
West Virginia 1957 51 238 B.A. 
0959 37 180 : 
1961 Ww 173 
1963 30 169 
1965 26 175 
Total 178 935 
Wisconsin 1957 22 267 $1.00 to 
1959 18 220 11,00 
1961 14 138 per 
1963 13 146 acre 
1965 H 17 
Total 78 888 
Wyoming 1957 16 232 $1.00 to 
1959 6 417 5.00 
1961 12 1,418 per 
1963 aby 1,006 acre 
1965 9 103 
Total ba 3,176 
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Table B 14.--U.S. Department of Agriculture permits issued by Forest Service 
1968 by region in 48 contiguous states 


\ 


Number of Ir 


Region permits a 


10 


ree cate Sekar Sie Tear tear eet i Gener ee’ Tilak) 
ee 0 «© eee @ @ 


ZAAZAAZAZAANAASZ!ASN|S!™”’ 


>>Pr> >PPrr>r>r> 


N.A. 


Source: see page 335 
*prior to 1906 all fe 


Ppyior to 1960 all fe 


“Small plots excluded but a minimm of $5.00 per permit due to their 


Tigated 


Nonirrigated 


creage acreage 


es were $i/acre. 


es were $i/acre. 


small size was charged. 


2,450 
1,187 
645 


Rent Fee/acre 
$ 7,350 $3 
1,750 5 
3,521 38 
3,225 5 
300 1 
136 2b 
954 2 
375 5 
N.Ae 5(est. 
281 1 
424 4 
N.A. N.A. 
20,470 4.56 
(range fror 
$1 to 10) 
4,993 3.50° 
(range fror. 
$1 to 10) 
28 1 


Bureau of Land Management 


brary 
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APPENDIX SOURCES 


Table Sources 
1 United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation 
via the PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 6 November 1968). 
2 United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation 
via the PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 6 November 1968). 
3 United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife 
Service via the PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 6 November 1968). 
4 United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife 
Service via the PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 6 November 1968). 
5 United States Department of the Interior, National 
Park Service via the PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 6 November 1968). 
6 United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land 
Management via the PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 10 January 1969). 
ff United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service via the 
PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 10 January 1969). 
8 United States Department of Defense, Army (Military) via , the 
PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 10 January 1969). 
9 United States Department of Defense, Army (Civil Works) via the 
PLLRC (Eugene Hughes, 10 January 1969). 
10 United States Department of Defense, Air Force via the PLLRC 
(Eugene Hughes, 10 January 1969). 
lal United States Department of Defense, Navy via the PLLRC. (Eugene 
Hughes, 22 January 1969). 
12 National Aeronautics and Space Administration via the PLLRC 


(Eugene Hughes, 10 January 1969). 
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